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MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT
ORANDIH FO - | SfotarnS Sucfe P
FROM JERRY RAFSHOON {'fifz————# o s

SUBJECT 60 Minutes Talking Points

Pat and I went over his data and agreed that the following points
need to be made in the 60 Minutes interview.

1. THIS IS A CRITICAL ELECTION. You and Reagan are going to force
a big choice on_this country -- a choice that will still be echoing

in the year 2000. You think differently. You speak differently.
You are a moderate in ideas, deliverate in actions, and rich in
presidential experience. Reagan is the first polarized candidate
in many years. Though he is working today to modify long-time
positions, there is no real change. He has criticized you and

the way our government operates, but he still has not told us what
he would do in a positive way.

2. YOU HAVE LEARNED A LOT IN YOUR 3% YEARS IN OFFICE. There is

no other training ground for Pres1dent Your experience in foreign
affairs, dealing with world leaders, Torging an energy program, getting
a handle on the bureaucracy has given you the foundation and the
insight to make our future better.

Reagan was Governor of California, but frankly, we don't know what he
will do as President. As for your record, don't talk about having
made mistakes, but point out a few real accomplishments, simply

1. Mideast

2. First comprehensive energy program

3. No wars

4, Cut in the number of federal employees
3. YOU ARE A SAFE CHOICE, REAGAN IS A RISK. We know what kind of
President you are. Trustworthy, concerned, honest, prudent, intelligent,
capable of tough decisionsg, Reagan, on the other hand, is a question

mark. Don't attack him personally, and don't overdo it but here are
a few good p01nts. ' S e

a. Reagan want a massive arms bulldup, not just a strong defense.
He will start another arms race,

b. On energy, he is for letting-the oil companies alone and is
X 22Pd —. T
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really against energy conservation. He would elimiggtg_ﬂigg—
fall Profits Tax. —

c. He is for letting the public utilities handle nuclear waste.
Period. -

d. He says he is against taxes but raised them three times in
California.
4. YOU CARE MORE FOR THE AVERAGE PERSON. HE IS FOR THE RICH.
You stand with the Democratic Party. Reagan is for Big 0il (windfall
profits elimination, cut off 55 mph), Big Business. He is a nice
man, friendly and honest. But listens to those around him.

5. YOU MUST CONSTANTLY POUND AWAY AT WHAT THE OFFICE OF PRESIDENT
MEANS. Lonely decision-making vs. boardroom approach; what do you
do when youradvisors are deadlocked...or just pflin wrong. Your
experience and Insights, with more time and not facing politics,
in a second term,will allow you to follow through to the bright
future we can have.

6. THE PRESIDENCY IS THE VITAL CENTER. The decisions made here will
determine the future course of the world and the United States. This

is the most crucial, most difficult job in the_world, only the

most complex, complicated, and dangerous tasks come to this office.
There are no_easy answers here, the easy ones never get here. The

power for building and the power for destruction are awesome. Literally,
the 1ife and death of the world reside in this office. The job demands
intelligence, incredible stamina, patience, reflection, and

coolness under pressure. The job cannot be delegated. Everyone's

world depends on the man who sits here.




THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

August 8, 1980

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT

FROM: STU EIZENSTAT
JIM MCINTYRE Ve

SUBJECT: 60 Minutes Interview

We both are concerned by the Herblock cartoon in the Post,

in that it could signal a desire by the press to label your
economic renewal/industrial revitalization program as another
short-term policy and as a change in policy.

We both feel that it is critical during your 60 Minutes interview
to stress that while you are very concerned by the recession,

the program you are developing is not a short-term program to
deal with the recession per se -- although it will speed the
recovery. Indeed the legislation to back the program up would
not be submitted until the next session of Congress in January.
The Administration does not feel that the program which will be
announced is a "quicky" action to deal with the economic
statistics of the day.

We both feel that you should stress during the program that

this is a program for the 1980's to deal with the structural
problems of our economy (decline in productivity, diminishing
personal savings, lack of adequate capital investment, increasing
tax burdens, barriers to exports, lack of adequately trained
labor force, an infrastructure not ready for the energy demands
of the 1980's). The result of the program does have a short-term
as well as long-term benefit. It will create several hundred
thousand jobs in its first year of operation and lead to a more
productive and less inflationary economy in the long run. But
its emphasis is in dealing with the problems of the 1980's, and
we feel that the focus of the interview should be on that. You
can use the interview to set forth a vision for the 1980's of
which this can be a major element.

It occurs to both of us that this T.V. interview would be an
excellent occasion to strongly set forth what we think to be your
two most dramatic domeéestic achievements. We think you should be
quite blunt in saying that you have not received the credit you
are due in getting 80% of your major legislation through Congress
(Congressional Quarterly survey), and that either one of these
accomplishments would be a historic achievement for a term in
office:

(a) Economic deregulation of the economy. As a result
of your initiatives and your ability to get Congress
to go along with them, you will be responsible for the




(b)

most profound restructuring of the relationship between
business and government since the time of the New Deal.
With airline, trucking, banking and rail deregulation
either passed or certain to pass by the end of this
session, and communications deregulation a possibility,
you will have done more in four years to free the
economy from the shackles of excessive regulation

and involvement than any President in modern times.

In addition, you have instituted major reforms in
the process by which regulations are promulgated
requiring cost-effective reviews, sunset review of
existing regulations, and the least inflationary
alternative wherever possible, when regulation is
required.

Energy. As a result of your leadership the country
has reversed a historic and dangerous dependence on
foreign o0il. Between 1973 and 1977 alone, this
country deepened its energy dependence by increasing
the o0il imports from one-third to almost 50% of its
needs. This year we will import over 1-1/2 million
fewer barrels per day than in the first year

of your term (8.5 million barrels per day versus
roughly 6.8 million barrels per day). This is not a
result of accident but due to the fact that you have
put into place:

-— clear incentives for production of domestic

crude oil and natural gas through decontrol,
with the Windfall Profits Tax to recycle
windfall profits;

-- clear incentives for conservation, both through
decontrol, tax incentives and the new Energy
Conservation Bank;

- policies to encourage the production of coal
(coal conversion underway) and new programs like
the utility oil backout legislation;

-- a massive increase in our investment in solar
and renewable forms of energy, including a new
energy bank (we will quadruple gasohol production
capacity this year alone);

- steps to assure safer nuclear power; and

-- the beginning of a new synthetic fuels program
which will represent the largest peacetime
effort in history.

These policies are in place or will shortly be in place and will
achieve the goal you set of reducing by 50% our dependence on
imported foreign o0il by the end of this decade. We need

not wait until the end of this decade for results. They are

already evident.



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

. August 7, 1980

MEMORANDUM FOR. THE PRESIDENT
FROM: ~ JODY POWELL

SUBJECT: Briefing Material for
"60 Minutes" Interview

This is the memo from Secretary Brown on defense policy. It is
concise and good. I have also attached a brief MX piece and
three related defense Q&A from Tom Ross.

Attachments



From, 3-«:!1\ ByrowN Electrostatic Copy Made
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e Deterrence--preventing war and preserving peace--is
the primary purpose of our military strength. To preserve

the peace and to protect and defend our vital interests, our

military forces must be second to none. Today they are

second to none. Our milifary power, coupled with that of \MA
our allies, is not exceeded by any combination of nations on N \p
earth. T 4

'@ When my Administration took office, we inherited a Zﬂuﬁ ‘x- o~
military posture and a defense budget that had not kept pacg

with growing Soviet military capabilities. During the eigh
years preceding my inauguration, real defense spending- -

after inflation--had declined by more than g5 percent) In M’
particular, spending on our strategic nuclear déteérrent had

declined 20 percent. The trend lines were clear and ominous; JLV

only by changing course couTH"WE’ﬁFEvent the growing Soviet
military capability from, in time, leading to a dangerous

Soviet military superiority. Since taking office in January F'
1977, we have increased real defense spending every year J
resulting in an overall increase of 10 percent. Under Sur

Five Year Defense Plan, real defense spending will have

increased more than 27 percent by the end of my second term.

e Today, we are engaged in a determined enhancement of
our military capabilities to enable us to pursue successfully
our three basic security objectives: to deter nuclear
attack on the United States; to deter conventional and
e ————— . - . . il . i
nuclear war in Europe by maintaining the overall military
baTance between NATO and the Warsaw Pact; and, to be able to
come quickly and effectively to the aid of frlends and
allies. We are making real and substantial progress in all
Three areas:

- We are mov1ng full speed ahead on strengthening
all three legs of our strategic nuclear deterrent triad
ot Tand-based missiles, submarine-launched missiles,

and Bombers.

' -- Four years ago, there was no program for
a mobile ICBM. Today, the missile is in Full-scale
eéngineering development, and we have a survivableé and
workable basing scheme.

-- Four years ago, the TRIDENT submarine
‘program was bogged down in contractor disputes and way
behind schedule.” Today, the claims have been resolved.
The first TRIDENT will undergo Sea tTials this year,

ten other boats are programméd to follow in rapid
suctessTonT—— -
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-~ Four years ago, the only_major p a1

to modernize our bomber force was the B-1, dangerouysly
. . . ’“——2
vulnerable—to 1mprof€3—§6V1et air defenses. We chose
to modernize the bomber force by exploiting the cruise
missile. Four years ago no long-range air-launched
T ——ge— . . . .

cruise missiles were included in the defense program.
Today, we are well on our way to equipping our B-52s
with over 3,000 of these missiles. —

- When I took office, NATO's defense posture was
in serious trouble. Following our leadership, AITiance
members have committed themselves to increasing defense
budgets by three percent a year--above inflation--
through the m1d-1980s in order to bolster our conven-
tionai—tapEBTIIfTEs. Last year, the Alliance agreed to
modernize and upgrade our long-range theater nuclear
forces to offset Soviet advances 1n thls area; this
program is underway and on schedule.

- The challenges to our vital interests and our
security are not confined to one region of the globe.
As a world power, the United States must b _
respond quickly and effectively to military challenges
‘anywhere in the world. Four years ago, we did not have
adequate capability to respond to threats in the South-
west Asia-Persian Gulf-Indian Ocean region as quickly
and effectively as our interests required. Today we
are engaged in a systematic and significant enhancement
of our capabilities_to move forces rapidly to distant
tTrouble Spots. D
D
e The call for military superiority is dangerous. It
could provoke an uncontrolled and very expensive nuclear
arms race that would channel the U.S.-Soviet competition
into its most unstable arena--the one most likely tq lead to

nuclear war. WLM ace '’ Pt /ég ¥ ; o0 QS

Y SAad P we . Al tdd 7% uf o stas? e
ad e No nation will bepefit from an all-o arms race? St seliey,
w? 7{,

We must instead preserve a stable strategic military halance.

My Administration's policy is one of promoting international
stability, while protecting our vital interests. Lasting P'm 7.4
national security depends on a strong defense coupled with

sensible arms control to constrain this deadly competition. (»_"“LJJ’

e We will preserve our national security. We will 694;4’
improve our capabilities as necessary to maintain the
military balance that exists today between the United States
and the Soviet Union. We will stay ahead in those capa-
bilities that are vital to us. And, we will continue to
seek equitable and verifiable arms control agreements.



August 7, 1980

MX FACT SHEET

The purpose of our strategic forces is to prevent nuclear

g

war. Evenafter our strategic forces absorbed a massive

attack, the surviving forces would be powerful enough to destroy
the Soviet Union. This capability serves to deter such an

attack. But the key to deterrence is the ability to survive

B e it ]

a surprise attack. Survivability is vitally important as a
il ot

——

way of avoiding the necessity of launching nuclear weapons

before we are absolutely sure that we are under attack.

The survivability of each of the components of our strategic
forces is being threatened by the Soviet Union. They have

developed, and are now deploying, thousands of very accurate

ICBM warheads which can destroy our Minuteman silos; they are

developing, for deployment in the mid-80s, an air-to-air missile

which can shoot down our B-52s (or B-1s); and they are investi-

gating systems which in the 1990s could be capable of detecting

We are responding by making our ICBMs mobile, by providing

our bomber forces with cruise missiles, and by providing our

submarine forces with longer range missiles. These programs

do not threaten the Soviet Union; rather they provide for the

survivability of our strategic force, 'so that they are not

‘vulnerable to Soviet threats, thus maintaining our ability

to deter_nuclear war.



MX is the program designed to provide survivability for our
— f———--—-'_—--'—_‘~

ICBM forces. It does not represent a new threat to the Soviet

e,

Union; rather it is designed to perform the Minuteman function

from a survivable base. We have 2100 warheads in the Minuteman
2o warfiea e Al

force; we would have 2000 in the MX force of the same average
—_—

nuclear yield. We only need 200 missiles in the MX force instead
of the 1000 in the Minuteman force because technology now allows
more efficient design -- each MX missile will carry 10 warheads
as compared with either 1 or 3 for Minuteman. The significant
difference in the two systems is that we base the MX missiles
in 4600 shelters (23 shelters for each missile) as compared to
1000 shelters for Minuteman (1 shelter for each missile). This
gives MX the essential feature of survivability because it allows
us to conceal the exact shelter in which the missile is located,
thereby making the MX missiles impractical to target. (Three
Soviet multi-warhead missiles are required to target each MX
missile; whereas one Soviet multi-warhead missile can target
five Minuteman missiles.)

The cost of the MX - -system is substantial -- $33 billion in

o -
FY80 dollars. But this is less than we paid for Minuteman (which

was $40 billion in FY80 dollars), Polaris/Poseidon ($50 billion)
S ts

or our B-52s ($55 billion). Even at these figures, our invest-

e ———————

ment in strategic programs during the 70s comprised less than

e et

10% of our defense spending, and was less than one-third what

the Soviet Union spent on comparable programs.



The environmental impact of the MX system should not be
significantly different from that of the Minuteman system, since
both involve the same number of operating personnel and neither
involves withdrawing a substantial amount of:land from public
use. Either a Minuteman shelter or MX shelter requires 2% acres
of land to be fenced off, and normal farming and grazing are
permitted outside the fenced area. The total land needed for all
MX shelters is about 25 square miles. Much of the concern on MX
environmental effects is based on theoretical speculations; in
fact, in almost 20 years of actual experience with Minuteman we
have had excellent acceptance of the system by all of the communities

surrounding the deployment areas.



August 1, 1980

CUTS IN DEFENSE SPENDING

The Republican Platform accuses you of cutting $38 billion from
President Ford's last Five-Year Defense Plan. How can you
justify such deep cuts in face of the growing Soviet threat?

The Republican Platform neglected to mention a rather
important fact. The budget in question was submitted after the
Republicans lost the election in 1976.

I do not think it is fair to compare lame-duck promises
with our performance in office. The proper comparison is between
what happened while the Republicans were in power and what has
happened since I took office,

In the eight years preceding my inauguration, real defense
spending -- after inflation -- declined by more than 35 percent.
In particular, spending on our strategic nuclear deterrent also
declined by 20 percent.

Since taking office, I have increased real defense spending
every year for an overall increase of 10 percent. And under my
Five-Year Defense Plan, if I am reelected, real defense spending
will have increased by more than 27 percent by the end of my

second term.



August 1, 1980

CALL FOR MILITARY SUPERIORITY

The Republican Platform claims you have allowed the U.S. to
slip into military inferiority and calls for a restoration of
U.S. military superiority. What do you say to that?

The Republican statements are wrong and dangerous. If the

[

Soviets came to believe such nonsense, their behavior could

be?STE‘TSEE_Eggggggizg. So those who suggest that the United

States is weak not only are playing fast and loose with the

facts, but are also playing fast and loose with U.S. security.

The fact is that this great nation is second to none in

military power. We are ahead of the Soviet Union in those things

that are vital to us -- naval forces, tactical air, anti-sub-

marine warfare, propulsion engines, computers, satellites,
puLsion engine .

B

electronics and accuracy. We will continue to make steady and

sﬁstained increases in defense‘spending. We will buy only the
weapons systems that best serve our needs, not every glamorous
weapon that comes along.

We will not make our military force a mirror image of the

Soviets'. We will not -- as the Republicans would have us do --

. go down the dangerous road of military superiority. That is now

a military and economic impossibility if the other side is
determined to prevent it. There can be no return to the days

of American nuclear monopoly. There can be no winner in an

all-out arms race,

L ——

Most of all, the pursuit of nuclear superiority would mean

an end to arms control and the start of an uncontrolled and

very expensive arms race. The sums involved would be enormous
: _enores

[

even in absolute terms, let alone in the face of the massive




30 percent tax cut proposed by the Republicans. The tendency

would be to skimp on conventional weapons and to concentrate on

a race in strategic weapons, That in turn, would channel the
competition into the most dangerous arena -- the one most likely
SR ittt

to lead to nuclear war.

I believe the American people will support our strong and
sane defense policy, not a policy that would risk war through-

military bluster,




August 1, 1980

CUTS IN STRATEGIC PROGRAMS

The Republican Platform accuses you of cutting back, cancelling
or delaying every strategic initiative of President Ford --
the B-1 bomber and the Minuteman, Trident, MX and cruise
missiles. What is your response?

Once again, the Republicans have completely distorted the
facts.

When I took office four years ago, all three legs of our-
strategic deterrent triad -- bombers, intercontinental ballistic
missiles and submarine-launched ballistic missiles -- were in

serious trouble,

The Republicans were going to build a new strategic bomber

~- the B-1 -- that we judged then and know now, could not
1€ o7 2
penetrate Soviet air defenses. 1In 1976 there was no cruise

missile or any other program that could defeat these defenses.

The Republicans also planned to build a new ICBM that would

either be a sitting duck in its silo or -- an independent study
.
later concluded -- a sitting duck in its covered trench.

Finally, the vital Trident submarine construction program was

hopelessly mired in a two billion dollar lawsuit between the
. — .

government and the contractor.

I cancelled the B-1 and ordered a full go-ahead on a long-

range, air-launched cruise missile program. We now have a

massive program to arm our B-52s with cruise missiles that
will be able to penetrate Soviet defenses through the 1980's
and beyond. We also have a vigorous research program to

develop a new bomber for the 1990's.

We have developed a mobile MX system that works and will

keep our land-based missile force survivable.




Finally, the Administration has resolved the shipbuilding
claims problem and the Trident program is back on track and
=
working. One Trident submarine is at sea, and others are under

construction.

A strategic force that was in trouble when I took office

is now in good shape.

S




MEMORANDUM

THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

August 6, 1980

MEMORANDUM FOR: THE PRESIDENT
FROM: ZBIGNIEW BRZEZINSKI <)j;3
SUBJECT: Afghanistan

Jody suggested that I give you some comments on Afghanistan |
which you may wish to use in your forthcoming TV -discussion.
I think you ought to stress the following three major points:

I. The Importance of the Issue:

We do not know Soviet motives for the invasion of Afghanistan,
but we do know what the consequences of that invasion might be.
Even if the Soviets went in merely for purely defensive reasons,
the effect of their occupation of Afghanistan is tc transform
Afghanistan from a buffer state between the Soviet Union and Iran
and Pakistan into an offensive wedge, from which the Soviets can
attempt either politically to intimidate Pakistan and Iran or to
use it as a springboard for military overations. The effect is
to threaten our access to a natural resource which is vital to
the survival of Western Europe and the Far East.

The Soviet action thus poses the most serious strategic challenge
that the West has confronted since 1945. We stopped the west-
ward push after 1945 in Berlin; but even if we had lost Berlin,
we probably could have saved Western Europe. We safeguarded
our position in the Far East by opposing communist aggression in
. Korea; but even if we had lost South Korea, we could have saved
~Japan. (Be careful not to imply that losing either Berlin or
South Korea would have been unimportant.) But if the Soviets
gain a dominant position on the edge of the Persian Gulf, the
world balance of power will be transtformed.

This is why the United States takes such a grave view of the
consequences of the Soviet action.

II. What the Soviets Might Have Expected in Afghanistan:
It is evident that the Soviets have run into greater difficulty

than they have expected. It appears the Soviet plan was to use’
Soviet armed forces to gain control over the major cities and




roadways (there are no railroads in Afghanistan), and to recruit

in the meantime an AfgE;EfiEQZ_i9Zglﬂ;g_;he_qnisligg_;gglmg in
Kabul in order to use 1 or effective counterinsurgency. Con-
trary to Soviet expectations, Afghan national liberation resistance
has become widespread, and the collaborationist regime has not
been able to recruit the army. As a consequence, the Soviets

have been driven into more direct involvement in counterinsurgency
activities. Fighting has become more widespread and national

—_—r

resistance to the Soviets involves almost every segment of Afghan
s6ciety. ""

.

Moreover, the Soviets have generated increasing resentment in

the Moslem countries and the Soviet Union has found itself isolated

in the UN and within the Non-Aligned Movement.

IIT. What the United States has been doing:

Because we viewed the problem as a strategic one, we felt that we
could not continue business as usual with the Soviet Union. Our
reactions have been designed to indicate clearly to the Soviet
Union that detente could not continue in the face of such expan-
sionism. The steps we have taken in bilateral relations (the
grain embargo, the technology ban, the Olympic boycott) were not
designed to force the Soviet Union out of Afghanistan but to make
clear to the Soviets that staying in Afghanistan entails a price.
These measures have been efféctive in imposing a cost on the Soviet
Union (and you are familiar with the details).

In addition, we have taken steps to reinforce regional security.

We have obtained facilities near the Persian Gulf in order to -

enhance U.S. surge capabilities in the event of a crisis. We

have increased our naval presence, which is now there on a con-

tinuing basis. We are 1in the process of prepositioning supplies

for a more serious contingency. We are developing air and even

ground exercises with some of the countries in the region. And

we are consulting with some of the countries in the region, as

well as with our Allies, on further steps to enhance regional

security. :
R

Our objective is to contain the southward thrust of Soviet ex-

ggggigglgm. Afghanistan has thus become a litmus tést of Soviet

intentions. If the Soviet Union is prepared to accept a decent

and constructive solution, we are ready to work out transitional

arrangements designed to enable the Soviets to withdraw their

troops completely without massive retribUtion being directed

at Soviet supporters in Afghanistan. We are prepared to guaranty

the neutrality of Afghanistan. The Soviet leaders must, therefore,

make a fateful decision regarding the future of East-West relations:

Are they prepared to reject a dangerously expansionist policy Vs

in favor of greater East-West accommodation? We clearly prefer

the latter, but we are also prepared to resist the former.

et .
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~- The return home of Richard'Queén has served to remind us of the
personal and human dimension of the hostage crisis. This is more than a
political conflict between nations; it is more than an act of revolutionary

fervor or revolutionary terrorism; it is more than a repudiation of international

principles of conduct developed over centuries. It is, above all, a crude

denial of the most fundamental rights of, now, 52 innocent human beings who

e m— — .

are deprived of their freedom, their families, and the most elementary
[

physical and social needs common to all men everywhere.

-— More than anything else, it is this lack of simple human under-

standing and compassion which brings shame and dishonor to the regime

e

thch is daily exploiting these brave men and women for purely pqlitical
motives. |

- Récenfly, a number of démonstrators were.arreéted in Washington
in the course of demonstraﬁions opposing or favoring the present regime

in Iran. The contrast between their treatment and.the treatment of the
s e e

American hostages in Tehran could not be greater.

—— Those demonstrators who were prepared to identify themselves were

released almost immediately. However, nearly 200 chose to make this into

e ———————

a political incident by refusing to identify themselves, by refusing to talk
. — T————

to anyone except their lawyer, by refusing to accept medical treatment, and

by refusing to take any food.

-- By these tactics they evidently hoped to generate a political

incident and to raise charges of mistreatment. They succeeded only in
Bl
making most Americans ask themselves why they should not be sent back to

Tehran immediately.

-- But we are a nation of laws, and we respect the rights even of
: bl -l —

those who abuse our hospitality. These men and women were given_all the

ﬁizg/;hey were prepared to accept, and, after more than a week of this

nonsense they agreed to identify themselves and were released--as they



could have done on the first day.
—— Obviously, all of these individuals are fggg_gg_;ggzs_zhifd

country at any time. If they had so requested while in jail, we would

o a———

have honored their request immediately. But while they are here, they

will receive due process of law--the same due process which protects all

individuals in this country regardless of political belief.
&
—— Perhaps the most troubling aspect of this latest episode is

that a tiny group of militant studénts may be taken as representative of

the thousands of fine Iranians living and working in this country. Most

——— e —————— ey

Iranians, like most Americans, are deeply disturbed by the pattern of events
which they see unfolding in Iran.

-- Recently we have seen cases of women placed in sacks, buried up

to their waist, and publicly stoned to death. In addition to the summary

trials and executions, we are now hearing of nightly executions by firing

squads on neighborhood streets in Tehran.
-— By these acts, and by the continued holding of innocent hostages,

the regime in Iran is cutting itself off from the rest of the world. The

present regime has systematically offended virtually every nation with which
o -

they have come in contact. In that sense, the hostages are only a symptom

of a deeper and disturbing pattern of developments.
—— While this national trauma continues, we shall use every means
at our command to hasten the day when the American hostages are returned

safely to their homes and families. It is a time for maturity, discipline

‘and patience. 'But it is also a time of quiet purpose.
—

-~ The hostages have not been forgotten. They will not be forgotten.
A

We will persevere until they are free.once more.
/




THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON
August 7, 1980

. ";MEMQRANDUM 'FOR."“TﬁE PRES IDENTi :
'FROM: . * * JODY. POWELL .

SUBJECT: - xBriefing“Materials for
L " "60 Minutes" Interview

- Charlie and Stu gave me a lot more than I asked, but this paper
is excellent. There is no way to cover it all, but I hope you
will read and re-read it so that the structure of the presentation
and the main points become thoroughly imbedded in your mind.

"60 Minutes" is expecting their ‘major hit to be your economic
discussion. Don't be worried: about' a” lengthy answer. This is

an excellent chance to show.that:you understand the complexities
and are going to come forward with a well-considered program.

. Attachment

]
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I. General Economic Philosophy

This campaign is already serving the American people well
by putting before them three sharply differing views of
the proper role of the Federal government in the American
economy, three quite different views of and how we should
deal with the economic problems facing our country in the
1980s.

First, there is the traditional Republican view as it is now
sharply set forth in the Republican platform and in the

speeches of Gexerncr-Reagans: fAri. M Gusa .

o Government has little legitimate role to.
play in our economy. :

o All of America's economic goals can be
reached through the simple route of a
massive tax cut, that [grows sharply in
size over the next five years, andlby
1985 costs over $280 billion a year.

o According to (Governor Reagan‘g view, we
can slash the government's revenues like
this, at the same time sharply increase
an already growing defense program,

balance the Federal budget, and reduce

inflatYon. _ JLb“f'

o Our energy problems can similarly be ob"
~ solved simply by abandoning most of the
Federal government's energy programsﬁiiﬂi—7 Qf:/'
turning the problem over to the private
energy companies, Who will automatically
use the huge profits that result in ways
that benefit the American' peoplé]]
. Arwsaf . -
This is not a caricature of ([Governor Reagan's views) It

is precisely what e is) asking the American people to buy.
4 )2~ an

‘In my judgement, this approach will not solve our nation's

econonmic problems. It will most assuredly give us a
huge burst of inflation and keep us over-dependent on
foreign oil.

I think we do have to limit the growth of Federal government
spending. Indeed I have done so. But there is, and will
remain, a legitimate role for the Federal government in dealing
with our country's economic probleqij'

Second, there is the opposite view -- cogently set fortich““ﬂ)-fLL
by Senator Kennedy -- that the Federal government must

itself take over the management of the economy wherever and
whenever any problems appear.
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o0 He proposes that we deal with inflation
by putting on comprehensive, mandatory
wage and price controls; the Federal
government would set the millions upon
millions of individual wages and prices
in this country. The late George Meany,
himself an advocate of mapdatory controls,
once estimated that it would take 250,000
new Federal employees to do this job.

o The Senator then proposes that we attack
today's unemployment problem with a series
of large government spending programs, in
which the government itself hires the
unemployed on various government projects.

0 The Senator would attack this nation's
energy problems the same way, by having
the government take over almost all the
functions of the private market. He would
control domestic oil prices far below world
price levels. He would then try to prevent
the wasteful o0il consumption and huge oil
imports that would inevitably result from
artificially cheap prices with a permanent
rationing system. The Federal government
would determine who got gas and who didn't
and how much each person got. To give you
some idea of how intrusive this would be,
the Department of Energy has estimated that
it would take an additional 50,000 people
to run such a scheme.

Again, in my judgement, this is a sure-fire way to stifle

the American economy. Right now one of our major problems

is a slow growth of innovation_a rod ivi in American
industry. I cannot im&gine a worse way to invigorate the
American economy and provide new jobs than to have hundreds

of thousands of government employees telling people what to

do. ANd trying to keep the lid on millions of wages and

Prices through mandatory controls, while stoking up inflationary
fires with a huge, new government spending program is a

good way to guarantee an eventual inflationary explosion.

Third, my own economic philosophy, the economic programs
my Administration has carried out, and the economic
program for the 1980s that I will shortly be presenting
to the American people, differs sharply from either of
these two approaches.



o I think most economic decisions on our
economy are best carried out by private
enterprise, by unions, by ilndependent
farmers, and by private consumers.

o But I also think that there are some critical
areas in our economy in which the Federal
government must play a necessary role, to
guide, or to set limits, or to provide
assistance. Government should not dominate;
but it can be a helping partner in situations
where private enterprise can't go it alone
or where an overriding public interest is
at stake.

o In the case of energy, for example, we
are gradually decontrolling the price

for energy conservation and alternative
energy supplies.

== 'but we also made sure that any .
excessive profits that resultedaw p=3 WWJ/M‘G
were captured by the publicrfor 2 %/ l:{ '%

investing in energy related projects; 0”b|-J' ey

-- and we also provided financial aid to
' the poor who might otherwise have
been hard-hit by these price increases;

-- and we have created special incentives
for homeowners and industry to conserve
energy, and an Energy Security Corporation
to help mobilize funds for the massive
investments needed to provide alternative
-sources of energy. —

o r;; need to provide additional incentives for
private business to invest in modern cost-reducing
plant and equipment; most of the nation's invest-
ment comes from private sources. But I also know
that there are some sectors in which the Federal
government itself has to invest or help private
industry invest if America is to be strong and
efficient: mass transit, synthetic fuels plants,
weatherizing public buildings, dredging ports to
help increase coal exports -- these are some
exampleﬁ;J
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As we look to the economic challenges of the 1980s,
I see the principal tasks being carried out by the private
sector, but I also see government playing a vital role,
especially in providing the right incentives for private
investment, in undertaking investments that the private
sector cannot undertake alone, and in helping economically-
depressed communities attract investment and®jobs.

II. Economic Program for the Coming Years

A. Our country has four big economic challenges to meet over
the next several years, and beyond -- and they are all closely
linked:

1. Putting people back to work in decent.@?
t

in a healthy recovery from the curren
recession.

2. Gradually by eadily pulling down the
rate of - it has been coming
down in reéveme-months but it's still too

high.

3. Ad3jmering our economy to a world of higher
prices -- producing energy from
FIternative sources and using what we have
more efficiently.

4. Revitalizing American<1;;;;£ry>—— improving
its productivity and efficiency and making
it more competitive; that means we need to
speed up investment in modern plants and
tools and products.

B. The key to an effective economic policy will be to deal
with each of these challenges in ways that reinforce each other.
We have to deal with all of them together, otherwise in trying
to solve one problem we can make another worse. Let me
illustrate this in a number of ways:

1. Tax policy. Over the next several years the
tax burden on American consumers and American business
will grow sharply -- social security taxes are going up,
and inflation is pushing people into higher tax brackets
and reducing the value of business depreciation allowances.

The economy can't have a healthy recovery that generates

a lot of new jobs unless some of that tax burden is relieved.
But to make sure we meet all of our economic goals, we have
to be very precise in how we go about cutting taxes.
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2.
it down.

We want to cut taxes in ways that encourage
investment in American industry, and that
contribute to greater efficiency and lower
inflation.

We have to be very careful that we don't

overdo the tax cut, so that we find

ourselves in a few years with huge and

inflationary budget deficits, that will

raise prices sharply and bring recovery

to a halt. That's the problem with the

massive across-the-board tax cut proposed

by Governor Reagan; there is simply no way

he can cut taxes that much and simultaneously 0mﬁ>
raise defense spending without throwing the AL UA
economy into a terrible inflation followed 4

by a major recession. j>[”

That is why I have insisted that we not

rush into a hasty election-year tax cut.

¥es we will almost surely need a carefully- /{P o \9
designed tax cut next year. But let's do 4M A Q}o
it after the heat of the election campaign ,4

so we can do it right. - o Uyy' AN

1

Jobs. Unemployment is too high. We will bring
We have to make sure our economy provides job

opportunities not only for today's unemployed, but over
and above that for the millions of new people who will be
coming into the labor force over the years ahead.

My
to work

economic program will not only aim at putting people
but will do so in ways that help us meet our other

national goals:

(o]

By providing incentives for private business
to invest more we will put people back to
work modernizing American jindustry. As those
modern plants with their greater efficiency
come on stream, their lower costs will in turn
reduce inflationary pressures. And so our
economic recovery program cannot only put
people back to work but help reduce inflation.

Selectively expanding public investment or
government assistance to private investment in
such things as mass transit, weatherization of
buildings, and synthetic fuel plants will not
only provide jobs BUEt Will also help us meet
our critical objectives for energy security.
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3. Revitalizing American industry. American industry
is still the most productive in the world. In recent years
it has provided more growth in jobs than in any large
industrial country. But a number of problems have been
emerging that we must take care of:

o The gxgwth of productivity and efficiency
has been slipping. American industry is
in danger of losing its competitive edge.

o0 Industrial investment is much less than
it should be to meet the needs of the
1980s.

o0 Research and development has been growing
too slowly.

o Some areas of our country are suffering
from an industrial decline that keeps
unemployment high even in years of overall
economic prosperity.

My economic program for the 1980s will deal with these
industrial problems.

o I will not recommend programs in which
the Federal government decides which
industries decline and which prosper.

The proper role of the Federal government
is not -to try to pick the winners or

protect the losers in the free enterprise
system.

o0 But the Federal government does have an
important role to play, and my economic
program for the 1980s will reflect that
fact.

-— We will provide through our tax policies
a proper climate and effective incentives
to promote a major increase ‘in private

. investment. —
S ———— .

--— We will expand. our support for research

and development.




-— We will substantially improve and
expand our financial assistance for private
industrial investment in areas of
high unemployment and industrial
decTine.
SR

-- We will remove some of the unwarranted
barriers, in the tax code and elsewhere,
that often make it difficult for American
industry to realize its full export

potential. -
Pttt

-— We will form a partnership with business,
labor and members of the public to advise
and assist the government in formulating
its industrial policy.

—= We will, in cooperation with the private
sector, undertake a systematic and
periodic examination industry-by-industry
of all the rules, requlations, laws and
policies through which the Federal government
now affects the economic fortunes of
individual industries; most of those rules
and policies have a legitimate purpose;
but they have grown so rapidly over the
past ten to fifteen years that we need
a systematic review to make sure we
are not unnecessarily causing the loss
of jobs, or investment, or exports.

4. Conclusion.

My main theme has been the need to have a comprehensive
economic program for the 1980s, all of whose elements support
each other rather than defeat each other.

Let me drive home the importance of this with a few
facts:

1. Over the three years from the end of 1976 to
the end of 1979, before the current réceéssion
5é§§ﬁ7”fﬁ§‘iﬁ€iican economy created new jobs at
a far faster rate than any other major country..
No one else was even close. '




Over those same three years our industrial
production also rose much faster than
that of Germany, France, England, and
other large industrial powers, except
Japan -- and we weren't far behind them.

There is nothing in the American economic
structure that makes it impossible for

us to do a good job in creating jobs

and increasing our national output.

What we have to do, over the next

five years, is to CE%EEE_EEE_inS and
raise national output iIn ways that also
help us deal with three other absolutely
critical national goals:

o lowering inflation
R ntutoha

0 raising national and industrial
productivity

O energy security.
e —————
It is not simply that these other goals are
important for their own sake -- they are.
But only as we make progress toward
realizing them can we keep up a sustained
growth in jobs and income for our people.



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

©, " .. August 7, 1980

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT
FROM: . " JODY POWELL.

SUBJECT: ‘Briefing Material for
: S "60 Minutes" Interview

If you get a chance to talk about the next four years, this
answer from Dr. Brzezinski to U.S. News is a good, concise ap-
proach in the foreign policy area. It doesn't say a whole lot.
It certainly doesn't limit your options. But it sounds just
great. '

- Attachment



INTERVIEW WITH DR. BRZEZINSKI
BY U.S. NEWS AND WORLD REPORT

* * * % *%

Dr. Brzezinski's Office = E '
August 7, 1980 (pr M\LMJL A‘MB' I¢>.
(2:06 P.M. EDT)

Q On the basis of the administration's experience in its
first term, what broad changes do you anticipate in the direction of
foreign policy in the second Carter administration?

DR. BRZEZINSKI: I would say that there's going to be _
basic continuity in seeking the goals that the .Carter administration has
been trying to promote. I could probably.reduce these goals to four
basic words: strength, peace, decency, the future. Strength; more
emphasis on the need to redress some of the imbalances that have been
developing in the U.S.-Soviet military equation. Peacg means continued
emphasis on the resolution of those regional conflicts which are
dangerous and the promotion of arms control arrangements in order to
enhance stability. Decency means responsiveness to the aspirations of
the politicalWawakened peoples around the world and the promotion of
human rights, and "the future" means. greater emphasis on the need to
provide a sustaining basis for America's involvement in the world
through effective answers to such basic questions as the energy
shortage, the need to stimulate greater productivity in the American
economy, the imperative need to revive technological creativity in our
own economy . g ' ' ' ‘ '

Q Now, that's the policy side. In terms of the mechanics
and conduct of foreign policy, in view of the kind of criticism we've
heard, inconsistencies, vacillation.in:the conduct of policy, is any
change contemplated in the way policy is shaped and conducted?

, DR. BRZEZINSKI: I would first of all say that these
criticisms seem to me to be the kind of cliches that don't really
capture the essence of what has been going on. Actually, if you look
at the four basic elements that I have stressed, they have been promoted
with .considerable consistency over the last 3-1/2 years. The President
himself has been deeply engaged in the shaping of foreign policy and I
assume will continue to do so. o S -

The Secretary of State is his principal counselor on that
and that will continue to be his role. To the extent possible, the
‘Secretary of State will be more actively involved, I would think, in

MORE
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articulating our foreign policy and in informing the American public.
The basic machinery for decision making, I would anticipate, will not
alter dramatically, although some adjustments always occur, in part
because of experience, in part because of the role of personalities.

——

E

Q Would you anticipate any changes in the personariites—
that have been the major actors in the foreign policy, namely thg
Secretag of State and Secretary Brown, yourself, and Admiral Tdrner?

DR. BRZEZINSKI: I think that is entirely up t¢/the President
to decide an® he certainly will not’ be making any decision# on this prior
to the electiogs. »

Q You have no indication now -- none 4f those people have
indicated that he 1§ really definitely going to step’ down at the end of
" this - term9 : )

DR. BRZEZINSKI: Everybody serves/at the pleasure of the
President and the President has to have and gbes have complete '
flexibility in terms of aprointments.

Q Right.

Q One other thiny on/conduct of policy, another criticism
the past couple of years, as you RpOw, has been the question of
coordination of policy with allieé§,\complaints that they're being
surprised by Olympic boycotts o neufron bomb reversals and that kind of
thing. Do you anticipate any/hange, Wways of improving coordination
between the U.S. and its alldes? » : ' '

DR. BRZEZIN
dealing with the past
believe that there h

I: Let me answey that in two parts, the first
d the second dealing . with the future. I don't’

fe been inadequate cons\ltations with the allies.
In fact, I think thg’ record will show that ovar the last 3-=1/2 years
there have been mgfe frequent consultations, more frequent meetings,

more sustained efchanges with our allies than im\ any other comparable
period of time '

5/, To be sure, on some issues.there has begn disagreement.
reements are a function of greater co-equality among the

These disg
é/d also the consequence of the complex1ty of the- problems that

allies
we fﬁﬁé.

Insofar as the future is concerned, I would egpect that we
will be trying to develop additional mechanisms or procedur¥s to enhance-
further the consultative process, especially since the scope\of the
problems that we face have become wider, more global. For'eXQmple,‘we
are all affected by what is happening in West Asia.. We need to develop

MORE



August 7, 1980

Aren't you being a little hypocritical in your charges that
the "open convention" advocates are changing the rules after
the game is over when you support an effort to change the
rules on the California’ delegatlon from winner. take all to

'proportlonal representatlon in 19727'

‘Well, Ehé;fwo;gifuatidnésare-not'exactly analogous. Of
the,maandiﬁferehCés; the most significant is that the effort
I-Suppérted was,to'makevsurejthat'the California delegation
more:a¢cufatély.reflected the‘yotes‘of California Democrats.

What we are fighting now is an effort to make the votes of

- grass roots Democrats irrelevant.

Having said all that, to be‘absolutely frank, what we
tried to do in 1972 was an attempt to change the rules. It
was wrong then, and we failed. 'The people who are making a
similar effort nOW'are‘aISO'wrong, and I predict that they

too will fail.



THE WHITE HOUSE

"WASHINGTON

- August 7, 1980

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT
FROM: JODY POWELL

SUBJECT: ‘Briefing Material for
‘ "60 Minutes" Interview

Bob Bergland's memo on the grain embargo is attached As you’
will see, I do not like the word "modest."

I also think you-should use any question on grain embargo to hit
. the Republicans for wanting to take firm action against Soviet
aggression as long as no controversial decisions are involved
that might cost a vote, as per your Steelworkers speech. A copy
of that portion of your talking points is also attached.

Attachments



DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20250

August 6, 1980

Electrostatic Sopy fMade
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To: Jody Powell
Press Secretary to the President

Subject: Soviet Grain Sales - For the President's Use on
Sixty Minutes

~ s a/fc
The grain sales suspension was a restrained action with agl
goal. We did not impose a total embargo and honored our five year
commitment to sell 8 million tons. Our goal was to deliver a
stinging rebuke to the Soviets for invading Afghanistan and to
do so without starving the Russian people or slamming the door
on full resumption of trade if and when the Kremlin came to -its
senses. :

The suspension was aimed at exploiting an already tight feed and
forage situation in the Soviet Union. By refusing to sell the
Soviets the grain they wanted to buy, we hoped to frustrate their
plans and embarrass and inconvenience the Soviet leadership.

Official Soviet statistics, Soviet press reports, and Western: 'lf
observers in Russia now clearly indicate that the fetetiwely fe—hs
medeﬁﬁg goals of the suspension are being realized.

In June beef production on the Soviet state and collective farms,
which wouTd—account for three-quarters of all USSR meat production,
was 16 percent less than a year ago. Pork was off 10 percent.

TotaT meat production for the month was TT percent less than for
June of 1979.

For the first half of this year, milk production is off 4 percent,
compared with a year before. These reductions are coming at a
time when the Soviets had announced and planned to increase meat
output from the year before.

There are reports in magazines such as Fortune, U.S. News & World
Report, Newsweek, the Atlantic and the Washington Post, all detailing
the meat shortages and consumer discontent.
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2-Jody Powell-August 6, 1980 for Praservation PWposss

On the Impact in the United States
First of all, the Soviet Upion has never_been either a major or a

reliable customer for our farm exports. Unlike sales to Japan and

Western Europe that are dependable, sales to the Soviet Union have

historically been hit and miss and only to the extenq that we

sat1sfy their shortfall. In fact, our exports,will break all

previous records generating at least $39 b1|11kn and a new record

high tonnage of 155 million tons. '\]\\}S
—/’——"\_‘__

It has been said that grain prices fell because of the embargo Not
so. Grain prices peaked last summer and started down as the record
breaking yields on the five major crops were realized. Prices
bottomed out in January and have been going up ever since. In fact,
on July 31, the average cash wheat market price was 22 cents above
the same average on January 4 ($4.44 vs. $4.22). The same for corn.
On July 31, corn averaged $3.11 vs. $2.47 on January 4. Soybeans
are selling for $1.00 bushel above the level on January 4, the date
on which the action was taken. .

As to the cost to the Treasury, we estimated the cost to run about
$2.7 billion but, in fact, it will be less than one-half of that.
We took the 4 million tons of wheat which would have gone to the
Russians and put it aside to be used only for world famine relief.
That wheat has gained in value so it is worth more now than at the
time we bought it. The same for the 9 million tons of corn which
we purchased at the time of the suspension. The taxpayers are
actually making money on these purchases.

When the Soviets launched their invasion, the President had three
options: all-out war; ignore the act, thus giving tacit consent—
to the aggression; or impose sanctions. Lifting the suspension on
grain at this time would likely wreck the capacity of the Western
world to deny the soviets the needed commodities and manufactured
products. Besides that, 1ifting the suspension would be viewed by
the Kremlin as clear evidence of American greed or weakness of will.
The point is, we should not cave in to the Russians just because
they offer money.

As an aside, the U.S. has produced two recordbreaking crops back

to back. Indeed that has been the case on a global scale. This
year weather patterns are more normal and because of drought the
production of major grains is forecast to be less than current
consumption estimates and the grains which have been put into,Ww ol)
reserve, some of which would have gone to the Russians, uou%d’a]most
g _used by our own consumers and to satisfy the requirements
d steady customers all over the world.

BERGLAND
Secretary




STEELWORKERS STOOD WITH ME. WHERE WERE THE REPUBLICANS THAT NOW
WANT TO LEAD THIS COUNTRY? THEY STOOD FOURSQUARE FOR A TOUGH
RESPONSE =-- JUST SO LONG AS NOTHING ABOUT IT WAS CONTROVERSIAL
AND THERE WAS NO DANGER OF LOSING ANY VOTES. TH%E_EEEE_&EA;NST

THE TRADE EMBARGO, AGAINST THE OLYMPIC BOYCOTT AND AGAINST DRAFT
J

e ———————— e,

REGISTRATION.

———

I THINK THEY UNDERESTIMATE AMERICAN YOUNG PEOPLE, AMERICAN

ATHLETES, AMERICAN FARMERS AND WORKERS AND THE AMERICAN PUBLIC.

WHERE DO THEY STAND ON THE ECONOMY -- THEY TALK ABOUT
JOBS, JOBS, JOBS JUST AS THEY ALWAYS DO EVERY FOUR YEARS. BUT
WHAT ARE THEY FOR -- WELL, THEY ARE FOR THE KEMP-ROTH TAX PLAN
—-— PERHAPS THE MOST INFLATIONARY PIECE OF LEGISLATION EVER TO BE
SERIOUSLf CONSIDERED BY THE U.S. CONGRESS. AND THEY ASK THE
AMERICAN PEOPLE TO BELIEVE THAT THEY ARE GOING TO BALANCE THE
BUDGET, MASSIVELY INCREASE DEFENSE SPENDING, TAKE CARE OF THE
DISADVANTAGED AND CUT TAXES BY.HUNDREDS OF BILLIONS OF DOLLARS =--
ALL AT THE SAME TIME. THAT'S NONSENSE. YOU KNOW IT, AND I KNOW
ZIT, AND TOGETHER WE'RE GOING TO MAKE SURE THE AMERICAN PEOPLE
KNQW IT.

Recew 7¢ Y
WE'VE PAID A TERRIBLE PRICE [OVER THE LAST FEW YEARS] WITH

UNEMPLOYMENT AND INFLATION BECAUSE THE TOUGH DECISIONS WEREN'T
MADE AND THE AMERICAN PEOPLE WEREN'T TOLD THE TRUTH IN YEARS

GONE BY. WE'RE STILL PAYING THAT PRICE, BUT WE'RE MAKING PROGRESS.
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AFL-CIO Exec Council S etement. Lane Kirkland
September 7, 1979, before SFRC '

The AFL-CIO will support SALT II if the fol‘lpfsyirig steés
are taken both tb remedy the emefging strategic imbalancg-and%
to move toward genuine strategic érms control: | L

(1) In its resolution of-advice and conseng-fo the
ratification of SATL7II, Fhe Senate should.stipulate:ﬁgé;.under
the terms.of the treaty, périty requires the moderniiatioﬁﬂand
development of U.S. Strategic forces -- inciuding ana mdSﬁW
particularly the MX missile based in such a mode .as tOféﬁf§ive
a first strike by Soviet missiles. o

Without the MX, the U.S. will be restricted féithrgé
warheads on its Minuteman ICBM's compared with 10, 6 §£6}£:on
the Soviets' SS-18, S5-19. 'and SS-17. The only way Eat?fbéect
U.S. ICBM's from a SQviet first strike would then be_gbf?é;y on
the host dangerous of all strategies: the launch on;@éfﬁiﬁg
of hairtrigger missiles that virtually fire themse;veé?; if
instead the U.S. is to maintain multipie presidentiaiféﬁéiéns )
in a crisis, this country must proceed to develop thérﬁﬁiéﬁ a
sufvivable basing mode so as to remove the temptatiogébfié”
first strike. ' _ ' ﬁ:}i1?f

(2) Zgéal and dramatic mutual arms reductionqLZé;;?

(3) /Termination if no progress_./




August 4, 1980

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT

From: - Jerry Rafshoo‘;i
Pat Caddell
Rick: Hertzberg

Subject: Acceptance speech ~- Draft A-3

The attached draft is the culmination of the approach we have
been refining with you for the last two weeks. We think we
are getting somewhere. "

We don't want to prejudice your reaction. But Pat's feeling
late this afternoon was roughly this: "It follows the outline;
.it's all in there; but it's not quite the speech."

Pat developed some new ideas in discussion today, and we are
going to develop them and present them to you (we will be
shooting for Wednesday morning).

Broadly speaklng, Pat would like to try shlftlng the tone of
the speech in a direction of more gravity.

Leading from the idea of the President as steward of the
future, you would say that while you don't want to overstate
this, you see a grave danger to the future in. the election
of your opponent. If Gerald Ford had won in 1976, it would
have made a difference, of course. An important difference.
But in a broad sense, the country would have continued in-
the same general historical direction is has moved ‘under
‘both Republican and Democratic Presidents in the past.

But Reagan is different. Not because he's a bad man -- he's
not, he's a nice man. Because of the ideas he represents and
the policies he would implement and the kind of people he
would bring with him. A Reagan presidency would present a
special danger. ;

That‘danger'basically boils down to two things:
‘The flrst 1s the danger of war.

The second is ‘the danger of the false promlse of ease. Every
generatlon has purchased the future --"in war, in depre331on
in ‘sacrifice of some sort. What Reagan is saying is that we
don't have to do that any more. That is extraordinarily
dangerous. | . Perhaps it could buy a few months of comfort --
‘maybe even a.year or two. But in the end it would mean
disaster, -because we would not have laid the foundation to
av01d dlsaster.



" This would mean a rather different tone to the speech and a
somewhat different structure. Again, these ideas are still
very rough. We are not sure if they would work at all,
especially in the context of Madison Square Garden. We may
end up with just an insert, or we may end up with major
surgery, Or we may run up against a dead end. But we are
going to be working on this intensively tomorrow.

Naturally we will need your reaction to this draft in any

case. Your gut reactions, contributions, and characterizations
noted on previous drafts have been very important in this

whole exercise.
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MEMORANDUM 4594

THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

INFORMATIGN August 6, 1980
MEMORANDUM FOR: THE PRESIDENT

FROM: HENRY OWENW

SUBJECT: Reflections

On vacation I read a book of your 1976 campaign speeches and
press conferences. In one of these you said that a candidate
couldn't decide what the main issues were; the voters had
already done that. I doubt the dominant issues in the minds of
the voters now are those in the headlines: Billy Carter, the
hostages, etc. I believe that what worries them is what
President Roosevelt had in mind when he szid at the University
of Virginia commencement (in June 1940) that there Were times
in ou¥ history when cencerns over our personal lives are
overshadowed by g broader worry as to "what will bhappen to the
country we have known." He cited the post-Revolutionary period
and the Civil War as such times.

I believe the present is also such a time, albeit fcr different
reasons. Americans' confidence in their country's future has
been badly shaken by a conjunction c¢f unprecedented changes:
double-digit inflation, energy shortages, declining US
productivity, reportedly declining US military power relative
to the USSR, etc. All this causes them to wonder if the US
will continue to be "the country they have known." People who
have seen their savings consumed by inflation and their jobs
destroyed by the decline of the US automobile or steel
industries probably ask these questions with special force.
But even those less hard hit are worried as to where the
country is headed. They feel that they are sailing into rough
and unknown seas.

Many react by wanting to return to a familiar and secure past.
This is what happened in 1920, when Harding was elected under a
slogan of going back to "normalcy." Today conservatives and
liberals both want to go back -- to the Eisenhower and Kennedy
periods, respectively, i.e., to times when we had military
superiority over the USSR and economic superiority in the free
world, in which energy conservaticn was unnecessary, inflation
was low, and the future seemed secure. They attribute. current
difficulties to Administration bungling, and suggest that they
can be overcome by relatively simple and. famlllar means —- more
government spending and / or tax cuts.



This kind of nostalgic appeal will prevail, unless we can offer a
convincing alternative: an explanation of complexity of pregent
problems -- pointing out that they are shared by all industrial
countries; a strategy that offers some promise Of meeting these
problems; and some indication of the specific measures that are
needed to carry out this strategy.

If this exposition is to be credible, we will need to lay out facts
that combine pain and promise:

- The link between 0il and economic g can be broken, but ’
only if we conserve o0il and invest large sums in the development of
alternative energy sources, at home and abroad, for a considerable
period.

-- Inflationary expectationsfgan_gg_gzgggg, but only if we main-
tain painful riscal and monetary restraint for several years (as '

Germany and Japan did in the 1970s), and if we don't indulge the
desire of every major special interest group in the US for federal
support that increases costs. :

-- Productivity of US industry can be restored, but only if we
spend large sums on research t, screen government
regulations of industry (even those that serve valid social purposes) ,
more rigorously, adopt tax policieg that reward investment rather
than consumption, foster competition rather than protection, and
don't discourage shifts of manpower and capital from declining
industries to more productive uses.

-- We can hold our own in competition with the USSR, but only if
we gear Up ror a prolonged context, and for the risks dens —

that this jinvolwes. No conceivable action we might take -- in respect ,
of either negotiation or a US military buildup -- will soon cause the

Soviet threat to go away.

We can take credit for having launched many of the needed actions
described above: energy conservation and production, fiscal restraint,
cutting down regulations, increasing support for R&D, strengthening
NATO, etc. Others, e.g., tax changes to encourage investment, are

in the offing.

We should explain why, despite these policies, things are still tough:
The problems to which they are addressed will only yield to remedies
that are applied consistently for several years. We are now mid-way

in carrying out these remedies. Stopping now would be like jumping

out of a plane two hours out of Washington because it hasi't yet reached
the West Coast. Of course, we've made some mistakes; but the directions
we're now following are sound; if we change it, we'll only have to

come back to them later, under less favorable circumstances.

The basic theme should thus be that there is a rough road ahead, but
that the job is manageable, if we stick with sensible -- and sometimes
painful -- policies.

No doubt there are risks in confronting people with harsh truths. But
there are even greater risks in the opposite course. For unless we

talk candidly and specifically about our policies, people will not
consider them a credible response to their main concern: the country's
future.



Schmidt, and increasingly Giscard, are speaking in these terms
about economic issues to their own people, and they are not
doing too badly politically. Both are saying that they will
stick with fiscal and monetary restraint, despite unemployment;
and Giscard is backing Barre in removing regulations that have
protected special groups in France from unwelcome change.
Thatcher ran on a promise of even harsher medicine, ard she
beat Callaghan, who spoke in less stringent terms about the
future. The British knew they were in trouble, and wanted to
be told the truth.

I suspect Americans feel the same way. If we don't talk sense
to them, if we give them only candy-coated generalities,
nostalgia and escapism will carry the day. Lacking an effective
response to their fears about the future, they will want to go
back to a comfortable past.

If we are to avoid this, we will need to lay out not only a
description of future policies, as suggested above, but also a
description of the goals to which they are addressed. We need to
present a vision of the kind of country and world that we hope to
achieve in the coming decades -- one that reflects a recognition
of changing circumstances, instead of merely a yearning for times
gone by:

-- An America in which we have achieved sufficient consensus among
increasingly numerous and powerful constituencies to reduce dependence
on imported oil, break the back of inflation, and resume economic
growth in which all can share.
P

-=- A world in which power is also more dispersed, but in which
the JS can nonetheless increasingly act as an effective catalyst
in promoting a successful international cooperation for constructive
and defensive purposes, as you have been doing at Summits and in
NATO, respectively.

In both cases the principle is the same: bringing groups and
countries together in common action to achieve common purposes.

If we can combine such a description of our ultimate goal with a
convincing exposition of the means for getting there, with all the
difficulties that this involves, we will offer people good reason
to believe that our policies, which look to a changing future,

offer better assurance of preserving the country they have known
than simplistic appeals to recapture an era that cannot be restored.




ADMINISTRATIVELY CONFIDENTIAL - NOT FOR CIRCULATION

,pﬁfk August'7;’1980

_MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT e

hFROM' ff;'i;f' STU EIZENSTAT Uho

'SUBJECT- ’;; Acceptance Speech )

Whlle I have not been 1ncluded in. the paper flow to you on -
drafts of this speech, ‘I am- concerned w1th what I understand

"to be. the drift of the speech Permit me to:make these points

as.you review the drafts submitted to you. - Its attack themes
on Reagan and its p051t1ve vision must be clear and must be
repeated throughout the campaign.

1. It would be a serious mistake for the speech to be perceived
as essentially a 'savage, negative attack on Reagan. The speech
must be Presidential and not intemperate.

a) This does not fit America's image of you and will
be out of character.

b) Others,during;thefconvention,should take the burden
of this attack.on initially, not you.

c) It will seem'Very defen51ve for an incumbent
President to devote a 51gn1flcant part of hlS
speech to- hlS opponent

d) You will be percelved as hav1ng taken the "low
' )road" whlle Reagan has taken the "high: road "

2. . There should be a brlef p01nted cr1t1c1sm of Reagan, along
~the. follow1ng llnes-}. : s
':ga) ije ‘has opposed soc1al programs like" Med1care, worker
- i!ujsafety and .worker: health protectlons which arevpart of
o . .the fabric. of. American soc1ety (1mportant to’ mentlon v
“~-,;;f1;for blue collar workers) R R ..;i A

];;b);*'Hls current economlc programs (Kemp Roth Reaaan) are
"“*}o_51mpllst1c, ‘inflationary.and dangeérous.. Quote his
“_own runnlng mate,- George: ‘Bush, who" said they were
"economic-voodoo" and would lead to 30% n.

1. His ‘energy. program is to set the* major 011 companies
"loose" T ,

N R . .



2

cYﬁ,@Hls forelgn pollcy ig confrontatlonal (blockade
~“Cuba) and- his: defense spendlng proposals would lead
o to; another Adrms’ race.” The prudent, sustained real
:Qflncreases you have proposed are better.

:fIn essence he offers a "free lunch".-- a balanced
. fbudget at the ‘same' t1me as- ma551ve tax- cuts and
. ma551ve 1ncreases 1n m111tary spendlng.ﬂ

: 3., The speech should rec1te your substantlal accompllshments
whenever a point- is’ belng made; i e. ‘g.; “On.the economy, you are
responSLble for the ‘most. fundamental restructuring of govern-
ment 'S relatlonshlp ‘to’ 1ndustry through airline, banking, rall
and truck deregulatlon., ‘When-you discuss energy, mention we're
1mportlng_z_ﬁTIITBE_EEErels per day. less:- tﬁ__‘when you took
offTEe’and are"on the:way to energy securlty.
4., The thrust of the:rspeech should COntrast your p051tlve,
.realistic vision of the future w1th Reagan S regressive proposals.
People want to know where you are ‘going to take the country --
particularly how you intend to solve our current economlc
dilemma -- stagflatlon. : :

5. I am concerned about the 3 to.5 page economic. 1nsert you
-agreed to include (in ‘response to’ my July 25 memorandum) The
Urban League speech was a good beginning. More specifics will
be needed. You should state that your, program .will. create over
500,000 jobs without-rez 1gn1t1ng inflation. Its themes should
be getting America mov1ng ‘dgain (a’ JFK quote here would be
important), putting. America back to work, .and revitalizing
American industry by an- 1ndustr1al pollcy which builds our
1ndustr1a1 base and makes it compet1t1ve ‘and preemlnent in the
world In accordance” w1th your directive at today's 10 a.m.
meetlng, I have Secretary Miller drafting an insert for. ‘the
_]acceptance speech which will be cleared by Schultze and
_McIntyre and- glven to you thlS weekend. ’ .




THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON ..

August.8, 1980;;.

MEMORANDUM FOR MES . CARTER |
FROM: o BoB MADDOX |

SUBJECT ,:" Ideas for the PreSLdent S Acceptance Speech
Thank you for the opportunlty to ‘'work on- these 1deas

The full draft T have submltted is bu11t ‘around the Pre31dent s
use of Micah 6:8 in‘his Inaugural Address. The actual content

. of the speech would-have to' be adjusted to- ‘match perceived needs

for the speech. However, using such a biblical  framework would
strike the’ rellglous note I feel we need without sounding too
much like a sermon, As the religious leaders said repeatedly,
the President is uniquely equlpped to sound those 1ofty moral
notes the natlon needs. X

Use of scrlpture in this way for an acceptance spee
doubt. be ;unique in American history. The themes o
mercy and@;alklng in humility are unlmpeachable

1"”7se of. scrlpture would perhaps get at Ch1p s 1dea about the

res1dent preachlng

'_‘The other pages contaln self—contalned ideas that need to be

sounded in one way or another. My ideas on the famlly sectlon _
“geti.at the leaders' suggestion that he not only say he isi
"committed to families but- that he show how that commltment has
translated : :

In the product1v1ty section, use .of '"value of the person'", "love,
dignity and respect'" are- 1mportant ‘words to a large host of
deeply committed Chrlstlans who are working to revitalize
‘American- 1ndustry The leaders of this movement support the
Pres1dent Use of those words would galvanlze the1r efforts for

h1m

Paul Lew1s, whom I quote in the: product1v1ty sectlon made that
speech ‘to’ me when I attended a:union hall meetlng in- Plttsburgh
The quote also comes out of Wayne Alderson s ‘book" about hls 11fe'

At the rlsk of belng most presumptuous, I suggest that the

Pres1dent say: the spéech. out loud many times before he dellvers
it. .This- 1s a useful way to 1earn the speech without trying to
memorlze 1t R . .




I renew my offer to have two or three people pray with the
President in his hotel room before he delivers the speech.

The ones I have in mind would come in complete confidentiality
if necessary and would never reveal anything that transpired
during the prayer time. I believe he would gain even greater
strength from this brief time of prayer before he delivers this,
the most crucial speech of his political career.



[

Miscellaneous Themes

.I. A possible way to the the speech
II. Statement about the hostages
IITI. Family

IV. Productivity--Value of persons




A possible way to end-thefspéeohgﬁilff.

(

Not 1ong ago Rosalynn and I read together from the book of

':Isalah words that descrlbe my dream, not only for my Admlnlstra—_

+
"." ’:‘f- .

tlon but for the- Amerlcan natlon-—ﬂf

The Lord says-T "Is not thlS what ‘T redulre of yoﬁ-'5l§;;_;f
" to - loose the fetters of 1njust1ce,"“‘ R
-t0‘unt1e the knots of the yoke,
. to set free those who have been crushed'>
Is it not sharlng your food with the hungry, taklng the»
-homeless poor into your house, clothing the naked when you

meet them and never evadlng.a duty to your own k;nsfolk?"

And the prophet under the inspiration of the‘spirit makes a

promise to the nation:

"Then shall your light break forth like dawn,jand,soon
you willrgrow:healthy'like:a wound newly healed' your
bown r1ghteousness shall be your vanguard and the ‘glory
;',u'of the Lord w111 be your rearguard...
iYou shall be called Rebullder of broken walls, ﬁestorer |
vav;ofdhousesalnvrulns. (Erom Isalah 58,New,Eng11sh”Transla-

. ootdom): o




I ask that the American people continue to undergird with
prayer and even fasting, for those who choose to do so, all the
many efforts being made to secure the release of our hostages.
When they are freed, and they will be freed we will have a day

of thanksgiving because God will have brought our people home.



In a meeting at the White House with some religious leaders,
one of the men said, "Mr. President, tell us about your commit-
ment to the American family."

I said to him and I say to you: America's famiiies are the
fundamental building blocks of our society. Let it be understood
that the Judaeo/Christian understanding of the family is the
enduring model for America's families. At the same time we have
to recognize the diversity of America's families.

My own family is of overriding importance to me. Our greatest
joys come when our children and grandchildren and other family
members gather for celebrations and time of reunion.

But commitment to families must go beyond simple words. 1In
an exceedingly complex society, we must work for the family's
‘well-being.

When we fight inflation we are fighting for the family. When
we take measured steps to improve our national security we are
working for the family. When we push for energy security we are
fighting for the family. When we focus greater attention on
Quality education for all our people we are working for the family.
When we seek to reduce the size of government and cut out govern-
ment regulations we are working for the American family.

‘Some try to romanticize the American family. They call us back
to sﬁpposedly_golden'days (that never really existed) when
family life was simple. Those days never were. People have
always had to work at family life. For the last three and a half
years, I have not shied away from exceedingly complex problems

affecting our families. I will continue to make family well-being



a top proprity in my service to this nation.

Even though the White House Conference on Families received
criticism, some'justified, most unjustified, some solid
recommendations for the family were produced. In the next few
weeks the Conference report will be compiled and placed on my
desk. I will study it carefully as we examine ways that government

helps, not hinders, the American family.



Many of us are concerned about American productivity. We have
many problems in the work world but they are fundamentally people
problems. I am greatly encouraged by movements in this country,

grassroots movements, that are working to restore dignity to the

work world. I have come to appreciate men and women in all walks

S—— 1

of American life who are bringing about a virtual reformation

in the work world.

How is this doné?

New government regﬁlations?. Perhaps. But not finally.

The simple values of love, dignity, and respect between labor
and managment, employee and employers, students and teachers,
must be reaffirmed if America's production of goods and services
is to reach higher goals.

I am convinced that most Americans want to work. Most Americans

want to put in a day's work for a day's pay. But in every

segment of American business and commercial life, the value of

persons must be reaffirmed.

Paul Lewis, a director for the United Sates Steel Workers of
Ameriéa up in Pennsylvania said it most eloguently:
"What we're talking about doesn't need new legislation, it's
already here. About 205'yeéré ago our fathers wrote some
guidelines down on paper. When the world heard of them,
people flocked here for freedém,,for economic opportunity
and for dignity..."
At GettYsburg our President stood up and reminded the nation

of those words--"For the people." He had to speak because the




value of people had been forgotten. Had we done what we said

we were going to do there would have been no Gettysburg Address
because there would have been no battlefield.

"The value of the person is not new. We need to dust off the
history books and read the story again. Our fathers made far
greater sacrifices than we are making--not for profit, but for
an ideal, the value of people. It wasn't even new then, they
didn't invent it. ' It was already in the Bible. But those men
chose to write it in our Constitution. It's all in our archives.

It must be . in our land."




IT.
III.
IV.

Outline

Acceptance Speech

Micah 6:8

What Does The Lord Require?

Do Justice.

Love Mercy.

Walk Humbly With God.

What Do We Want?

A government that is

Strong
Compassionate

Democratic



DRAFT IDEAS
TO: RICK HERTZBERG

" FROM: BOB MADDOX

In my Inaugural Address I lald out my commltment to the
'Amerlcan people in terms of a favorlte Old Testament scrlpture,

Mlcah 6 8 d ”He has showed thee 0 man what lS good and what

doth the Lord requlre of thee but to do Justly, and to 1ove mercy,

fand to walk humbly w1th thy God?'"

For these three and a half years 1n offlce,‘the.tlmeless pr1nc1ple
of that verse and others llke 1t have been the overarchlng gulde
to me personally and for. the vision and programs ‘we have put forth
for the Amerlcan people.

TOnight, for myself and for our party, I want to measure ourselves
against that commitment. |

‘What does God require of us?

~We have a great heritage as an American. nation Our roots reach
out in many directions but the tap root of our natlonal ex1stence
is a deep faith in God, a commltment t0»what"1S*true and.ultlmate

We do not all name God in the same way. We do not all approach
fhlm in the same way but most of us- have a belief in God. - That
» bellef in one'way‘or another.requlres that we ask: What does God
’want of us7.’ - | | | :
| To the degree that we struggle w1th that ultlmate questlon and
secondary questlons about life, hlstory and our unlque respon31b111ty
’ to the world ‘we, reallze our destlny When we stop struggllng w1th
'i;that anclent\‘yet aiways contemporary questlon we. begln to lose our‘
Fﬁway 1n the world S o
What then does God requlre of u37
Mlcah answers hlS questlon The Lord requlres that we do justice,

‘fthat we 1ove mercy and walk humbly with God.




It is fundamentally 1mportant that we‘not only talk about justice
but that we. do Justice . | | |

Our nation dld Justice when the Senate ratified the Panaman
Canal Treatles 3 That action was right,and has g1ven us new a
credibility and opportunity 1n the world | R

We. did Justice when we re31sted pressures from many duarters and
supported maJority rule in Zimbabwe.

We did Justice-when,we.v1gorously_tackled'the problems of inflation.
While.many'cried for quieﬁ fi#eslthey'perceived to'be_painleSS, we
décided on the more difficult but far more substantive approach. The
future of our nation is more secure because'we have done the right
thingpwith the economy. Sure our problems here are not over, but we
are moving forward with significant accomplishment and unswerving
determination. We, and other nations of theaworld’whoastruggle with
an even greater rate of inflation than we do must continue‘our
partnerships if stability is to be achieved in a world with wildly
esealating energy costs. |

~We do justice when we continueitO'make human rights a fundamental
partiof our domestic and foreign policy. We long for the day, and
_work for the day when all men every where have their own governments
guarantees of the ba31c freedoms that belong to men- and women as an
1na11enable glft from God _ |

We do Justice when we strive to see the Equal Rights Amendment
ratified and part of the United States Constitution. It 1s right
that men and women’ be treated fairly before the laws of the land
,I reJect the arguments that many put forth that ERA will erase
God—ordained distinctions between men and women. I.'do not deny

that there Will be a t1me of clarification after the amendment is
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ratified but such a broadly based, morally right amendment needs
to be added to our foundational document.

We do justice when we strive to provide quality education for
the people of the nation.

We do justice when we take measured steps to strengthen our
national defenses without becoming obsessed with bigger weapons that
have no ' actual net effect on our_national security,

We do justice when we ensure that America's families will continue
to be the fundamental building block of our society. I believe
that the Judae/Christian understanding of the family is the enduring
model for America's families. At the same time, let us recognize
the diversity of America's families, At all points, we must work to
see that government helps, not hurts our families.

We must encourage public and private, social and religiéus
institutions to help strengthen our families.

Soon I will see the combined reports of the White House Conference
on Families. 1In spite of the criticism of the conference, some
- justified, most unjustified, I am told some solid recommendations
will be forthcoming. I eagerly await the report. I trust that it
will be a guide as we study future legislation for our families.

As I have done on other occasions, I declare that families have
primary responsibilities for themselves, Government ought to come
into the homes of the American people as little as possible. Child
rearing, education, teaching of values are primarily the responsibility
of the parents.

Private institutions, especially voluntary and religious

institutions are best equipped to minister to families, Local, state



and federal family or1ented agenC1es should comblne the1r efforts
with respons1ble prlvate agenc1es to strengthen our famllles

When we flght lnflatlon ‘we: help Amerlca s famllles When we,
strengthen our natlonal securlty,_we help Amerlca s famllles . When'
we secure energy 1ndependence we strengthen Amerlca s fam111es
When we work for natlonal health 'equal rlghts, falr hou51ng, youth
employment we strengthen Amerlca s famllles

Amerrca-s:famllles thoughtunder pressure w1ll survive handlly
We are'tough,_resilient;_resourceful, and above all we love each
other.‘ I celebrate our families.

As a people, we love mercy even though our practice of mercy is
not always even handed. |

Our sense of mercy is outraged over the continued holding of.
‘hostages in Iran. We who have reached out to the huddled masses of
the world, who are indeed part of the world's huddled masses, have
demonstrated a love of mercy. Even dissident Iranian students
~ presently residing in this country who have demonstrated in front
of thetWhite House have received fair treatment before the laws of
our land.

Now it is time for the Iranian  Government to end'thisfunmerciful

ﬂh01ding of American citizens. It isftime, in the name of the All

‘»Z;Merc1ful God to release these men and ‘women - to thelr fam111es to

the Amerlcan people

P P Ry — —

The Iranlan people are sufferlng needlessly because the authorltles‘
1n that chaotlc yet ‘ancient and proud 1and refuse to do the rlght

'thlng and let our brothers and sisters come home



We are prepared to talk about reconciliation but only after those
heroic American citizens are released and returned safely to our
shores.

We are grateful that the Iranians government showed mercy on
Richard Queens letting him come home for medical treatment. That
simple but important act demonstrates that the nation of Iran is not
devoid of mercy. Let justice and mercy transcend political differences.
Let our people come home.

We show that we love mercy in our ongoing commitment to peace in
the world. Even though the process is far from over, Israel and
Egypt talk about their problems rather than fight about them. Bit
by bit, progress is made as those two great peoples éeek to come to
terms with their differences.

We show that we love mercy as we work to enable Third World
countries to realize their own destinies with as little outside
interference as possible.

We show we love mercy as we create new and meaningful ways for
men and women to work. Work is a gift, People in the work place
want to earn their money. They want to do a good job. They want
to make their own way rather than have government hand out welfare
that tends to rob them of dignity.

We will continue to show our love for mercy as we promote under-
standing between labor and management, employee and employer,
students and teachers, parents and children. We show mercy as we
re-emphasize the value of the person,

We show mercy when we extend the mandatory retirement age so
that able bodied men and women can work as long as they want to or

as long as they can still handle their duties.
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We show mercy as we struggle for welfare reform.

We show mercy as we provide opportunities for the youth of our
nation to secure a college eduction regardless of their own lack
of funds.

Let's not lose sight of what it means to walk humbly with God.

There is nothing weak about true humility. George Washington,
Thomas Jefferson and other great Americans had a clear under-
standing of themselves that enabled them to walk with true humility.

Do not lose sight of this fundamental fact: As the strongest,
freest, greatest nation on earth, we are sufficiently secure so we
do not have to bluster our way around the world, We can take
measured steps to strengthen our defense posture without becoming
an armed camp. We have the strength, and will continue to build on
that strength so that we can work for strategic nuclear arms limi-
tations without being threatened by our enemies.

A true sense of humility puts us in the position of working to aid
other nations without losing our own identity; True humility lets
us say Yes and No to foreign aid. Yes, where it is needed. No,
where it would be harmful to those to whom it is offered as well
as detrimental to our own national interests.

As a truly humble nation, we can walk with grace and gentleness
through a world that is all too often torn and frightened.

With the understanding of the source of our greatness and as:we gain
perspective and humility, we can take our 'place with. sister -
nations not only.asileader but as friend and partner.  We 'can be
vigorous in our foreign policy without interfering in the affairs
of our sister nations. We can let would-be aggressors against our-
selves or our allies know clearly that they will not be able to act

with impunity. We can send that important message and still avoid

the hypocrisy of rattling sabers,



We have been and will continue to be good stewards of our strength.

We will have the personai and national security to walk humbly
before God and man in such a way that we retain our place of
leadership because we earn our place of leadership.

What of the future? What do we want in the next two decades?
If you are like me, we long for the freedom, the stability, the
peace to develop the incredible gifts in persons, natural re-
sources and creative endeavors that beckon,

I believe we want a strong, compassionate, democratic govern-

ment.

Strong from within.

That means getting inflation under control in a way that
benefits our own and other economies around the world. That means
working to stabilize our economy so that we avoid the roller-
coaster effect that often characteristizes modern, complex
economies.

We want to be strong militarily so that none would dare
threaten the peace, Strong so that we can make our military
presence felt at crucial times. Strong so that we can get on
with the business of living without having to worry unduly about
aggression from potential enemies.

We will be strong because we are willing to pay the necessary
personal and national prices to free ourselves from undue
dependence on foreign oil,

Strong because we claim and repeatedly reclaim the best of who
we are as a people, Strong because we look to government as a

partner not as a parent in seeking the abundant life,



We want a compassionate government,

We must not, we must not forget the elderly, the poor, the
handicapped, the minorities in our land nor in the world. We
must not forget struggling cities or blighted pockets of rural
poverty. '

We will show compassion as we continue to educate our people
in the public and private schools of the land to the truth
that frees.

We will be compassionate as we work for a comprehensive health
care program that more equitably distributes our nation's great
system of medical services.

We will act with compassion as we continue to revitalize our
urban centers.

We will demonstrate compassion as we champion human rights
at home and around the world.

We will be compassionate as we continue to build bridges of
understanding between groups in our own country and between
- ourselves and the nations of the world.

Compassionate strength reaches out in prayer in concern as
well as through a dozen initiatives to see our hostages home

safe.

We want a democratic government:

One that understands that everyone has a point of view that
ought to be heard and honored.

A democratic government that responds to the voters but that
does not let one group steamroll others with intimidation, half-

truths and out-right lies,



The Democratic Party is the Party of strength, compassion and
democracy. We do not shy .  away from difficult issues. We have
had healthy debate about the issues. We stride eagerly into
this campaign with the confidence born from and undergirded
by the knowledge that what we want is what American wants and
needs. We will win in November because our cause is just and
fair. We will perpetuate strong, compassionate democratic

government in this land.
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MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT

FROM PATRICK H. CADDELL
RE ACCEPTANCE SPEECH
DATE AUGUST 8, 1980

I think the speech/speeches are coming along well (as
I told you yesterday). Rick is doing an outstanding job.

I. SOFT DRAFT

Some specific points on the Soft (B-8) Draft that require
possible attention:

1. On Page 3 - The Democratic vision section provides
an opportunity for some thoughts from the paper enclosed,
particularly the idea,"we must not fail the country now."

2. On Page 7 - It would be good vis-a-vis our research
if we could have some word pictures on the technology

of 2000.

3. On Page 9 - Some stronger language on the "choice."

Cannot be recalled once made.

4. On Page 17 - Energy - Reagan's speech on' Production
got excellent response. We need to more graphically
paint a picture of synfuels, etc., producing more, which
is very popular.

5. On Page 19 - the Economy section needs more work.
First, we need to spell out that the tough chores on the
inherited economic structures, while painful, have
succeeded. And, :

Second, now and only now are we ready to launch the re-
building of our Economic Sector.

These ideas need more word pictures. It needs to
be exciting, bold, general rhetoric about the process
and result of rebuilding. At the moment, it is too dull.

This area is crucial for it offers our only hope
to defusing our performance on the Economic issues.

IN CAMBRIDGE

6875 Massachusetts Avenue
Cambridge, Massachusetts 02139
(617) 661-3212
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Additionally, these are a few points that need to be
fitted to the speech.

A. Kennedy - As I told you yesterday, the Kennedy
inserts would nail EMK to the wall and make you
gracious. We should consider this kind of
approach -- perhaps not put it in text -- make
it appear spontaneous.

B. "I have learned" - This is absolutely vital. It
needs to come early and be well done. You have one
insert idea already. The "Draft Thoughts" paper
has even a better exposition on Page 1. Given our
21% job rating -- to be credible this must be
addressed. From the polls it is the door through
which our voters must walk.

C. Ending - I think the ending is still very so-so.
I think a word picture of your vision, the world
in 2000, etc., might work. This needs to be ad-
dressed again.

ITI. DRAFT THOUGHTS

This small document has some good ideas. I think we
should read it and draw from it. I asked someone, who must
remain anonymous, ‘to prepare it. The language can be used
or altered. Some of the ideas that appeal to me are:

A. Page 1 - The Party vision - not fail.
B. Page 1 - "I Learned"
C. Page 2 - The country - and Pope John Paul - (an

idea about Communism like the Urban League - but
with a sophisticated Northeast Catholic appeal).

D. Pages 3-4 - The idea of continuity of Presidents --
pro and con -- Reagan does not understand.
E. Page 4 - Use Panama Canal/China - Positive for us

given right wing gone on those already.

F. Page 5 - Nuclear war.

G. Page 6 - Infaltion and Energy - Reagan alone.

H. Page 7 - Reagan on nuclear waste, Social Security.

I. Page 7-8 - Setting the Agenda - Presidential continuity.

Cambridge Survey Research
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IIT. HARD DRAFT

Rick prepared the six page draft start on a harder version
of Draft B-8.

Given the relatively good- shape that B-8 is in, I think
we should move to try a Hard version -- raising the tone and
urgency more dramatically.

I am convinced, probably more than Rick, that the structure
of the "soft" version will work for the "harder" version.
Given our standing and our needs I think we should try this
approach. If successful I think we would go from an excellent
speech to a great speech.

I have talked to Jerry and Jody. I think it would be
good -- while you work at Camp David this weekend -- for
Rick to join us in New York and work on the speech as is
and to try a Harder Tone Draft. If that works we could blend
on Monday to a near final,and I think terrific, speech.

For the first time, I can really see evolving on paper
the great speech we need to launch the general election and to
set the definition of the general election so strategically
needed.

cc Jody Powell
Rick Hertzberg

Cambridge Survey Research



thm ZReK L,
Draft F-2

avcust 11, 21980 7)/74[/ jara//

e V c/c Jfertmel s
elrostaticCopy Madc Cc E P TANC E S PEECH
Presomation Purposes y / Y nee

>Hove Ay24n11f;

J Q.

-~

Fellow Democrats, fellow citizens:

I thank you for the nomination you have offered me--—;/:

| S, U Y N - _ ’
Eh'e"HILJIIEbL NQITOTY Lhc PBemeoeretre —Pa;tj TeIY }.JCD.IL:UWT T

. f/

\ And I especially thank you for Choosing»as my running

mate the best partner any President has ever had -- our first

and only choice -- Fritz Mondale.

5. o - ‘.] gheotthe j
WIRZN 3m,l {‘V\ALMM/I”L\ M@ngajw\/\ \ '

£uls;r I accept your nomination.
/

\V ,,.,_,;»—-;— - e a Cm}/m},y\ / QJ
Fritz and‘73are going to wage tbe—mest—e‘fetttve~tampetgn
ePuN,s ‘H«; real SShes -

PO—h

-- a campaign that respects the intellicence

of the American people -- a campaign that talks sense, And we

are going to win this election!
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E%é&~}€ﬁrﬂwe—%e}%—yeﬁ-why—ai:j :'

. . . N
—ro—arg—aalnce-to win beczunce fwe are the party that

—

bonors its principle§£3 We are the party of a greét President
- 'who knew how to get re-elected -- Franklin D. Roosevelt.

| We are the party of a courageous fighter who kne knew how to

he

give 'em Hell -- Harry Truman wAzoxﬁlﬂe said+~#he just told
. (5 .
the truth, and the Republicans thought‘it was Hell. We are

the party of a éallant mén of spiri# ——:John F, Kennedy.

And.a leader of compassibn -- Lyndon Johnson. And a bigihearted
man who should have been President énd would have been one of
the greatest Preéidents of all time ;— Hubert Humphrey. A2nd

Aart

we*rxe the party of Governor Jerry Brown and Senator Edward M.

Kennedy.

/Tet me say a personal word to Senator Kennedy.

Ted, vou are a tough competitor and a superb campaigner --

-1 can attest to that,.

¥
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iNOW~4~reach—ouf~te—y@uiﬂihaur—coun%xy_and_youx_péLiy

RVl witele Serui ce
neeq_;ou:] There is no doubt tnatAgleatnessalles aheac of wvou,
MA Wwe ane 7(LL;l {....,Q ¥o
. d’/}}nl‘\IL

| e .
L‘et—we—nee%jvour strong ﬁe&eeAnow 1n the larger cauvse for which

vour brothers became martyrs and to which your own E?ﬁgilifeléf

pab&ée—5e£¥éeélhas been dedicated. WwWewiIlI bz truly—eratefu?t

fol_you;—eép?efé;7

We're Democrats, and we have just come through the
final rounds of a typical rough-and-tumble fight for the

nomination. We have had our differences. But we agree on our

M sl a LfliL+ Ulftm 7 /47“4“
goals for America. We share—z bright—visiomof—&meriesls

{lL*HAL --e Visionw dl

. ion-ef a good life for all our people --

W th/lilc-x‘r?

Aam Aa secure nation, a just society, a peaceful world --

—a—vrsien—of a Strong smerica, confident and proud and united.

Forty years ago President Franklin Roosevelt said

that there are times in our history when concerns over our

personal lives are overshadowed by




Thes

"what will happen to the country we have known." +9w is

such a time. [Emericans-aowmiace_tma~LQads from which to chocse. -

The future hangs in the-balare ’
e

During the 1ast presidential campalun I criss—-crossed

vﬂwmj fu«itl mu(

our country and listened to meRy—man¥ thousands of people --

housewives and farmers, teachers and small business léeaders,

workers and students, the elderly and the poor -- peoplé of

povef ol

every race and background and walk of life, It was a wenrderful
experience -- a total immersion in the vast human reality of

America.

+<tmee—theny I have had another kind of total immersion --

Led ma

being President of the United States. <Fwarre—te® talk for a

moment about what that job is like and what I have learned

from it.

Electrostatic Copy RMada
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I have learned that ohly the most complex anc Gifficult:

tasks ena up in the Oval Office. Phere—=+=e no easy answers. a«u.ée/'wmf(

Y%

N because no easy guestions come there.

wA ‘
I have learned tha%ﬂthe Presidencx}is_a_snlitagp_;eb

—uwhae éxperience is the best guide toﬂright decisions;//

/ .

—

—

Exnefl onee~—ia=—a—pabhialt o hn oWl atstmdi e T T and L0
. [

I am wiser tonight than 1 was four years'agqlﬂw"ané-beéﬁei

equéppéd.te—éo—éheﬁkxh ' '

I have learned that the Presidency is é place of

compassion, not=oft-refuwger My own heart is burdened for 4T°wth AMANme.f

)

t zowre—fmerienns. - The poor,. the jobless and the afflicted, 72{;,

| M ARogh o s Jor

| | A .
have become part of me. My thonghts anj@ aere—tor gPr hostﬁge&\\_r like .

AN—ivt—y = ' ‘ : - _ s

in Iran ar%4as though they were my own sons énd'daughters.

damirtatieons—that are woOven iﬁtowourmsys@emvgzae President's

power for building and his power for destruction are awesome,
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fhmjﬁ Qfﬂgf&) @m}r¢9kha |
And 575 power 1s areatest Dprectwedy where the stakes are

highest -- 1n matters of war and peace. he~1ife of every

human beinc on earth can cepéend on the effffﬂohre knowledge,

and and Lypericuce. %’Vt—
Ppatreree, vigilance and-—Judgmemt of &he person in the Oval

Office. _Wwﬁw;wwwgmwéwwﬂw

I have learned something else -- something that

&

I have come to see with extraordinary clarity. " Aks President,

A

I must -- of course -- deal with hundreds oL'current problemsx

and deesrons ™ ‘L’I"] foee \[Q"‘ L“1""J “that, .
ST S e
| ﬂ%&hxj '

I must look eewwerd® -- because the President of the United States

is the guardian of the future of the United States. Fhicugh.

HrisaTTIoONSs and Hris—Judicriat—appesn

wWillerdure—fUr DEyonNa e —ewamde.

The President, more than anyone else,*is the steward

71@ fﬂjﬂaj‘

of the nation's cestiny. He must look beyond Ehte—ear o

ne*é—ytef—e;-eugﬂ;the \ear qj;gn_thah; He must protect our

chlldren -- and Q?F chilaren

Electrostatic Copy Made
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and the children of ceneraticns to follow. He must speak ané

— —

act for them. That is his burdeqqand his clory.

Ak

' /\That is why a President cannot yield to the short-sighted
| wo matler how~ Hay anl .
demands of special interests, hauewar rich or powerful That is

why-the President cannot bend to the‘passions of the moment,l//~~\\\\

however popular That is why the Presidentumust sometimes -

tok =~ i “fﬁ@ frvnmﬁe'

—fur\sacrifice when his listeners would Rrefez—ie hear ‘him .

1

<peak of comfort. »
| ey
The President is the servant of <%e-—peepre: But his
| - this
That is why ke election of

true constituency is the future.

1980 is so important.

Some have said it makes no difference what happens

in this election. They are wrong.

—~i

This election is aié%efk)choice between two men --
‘ , VISions ,
two parties -- two sharply different piciures of America and

Eloctrostaie Copy Mage

the world. But it is more than that.
for P?esewaﬂ@n Purnoses



It ié'a choice between two futures. The year 2000 -
is less than 20 years away -- just four Presidential elections
from this one. Children born this year will .come of age in

the 21st century.

\ cl\mcw

is now. Tgé f the next few years will set our | .?
course, perhaps 1rrevocab1y -- and the most 1mporbant<gffsz//// DLU\J: ?&v?
of all will be made by the American people at the polls ‘less

than three months from tonight.

fhe e _
e ‘ Thaflchoice could not be more clear -- or more crucial.
s ’
i () / |
: In one of the futures we can choose -- the future we have
b—éﬁm"’k mfvc . S
been bu11c1ng together -=- E—Bée securlty justlce and peace (jﬂwmarf

L see | o |
I_gﬁefﬁz?:;:;;;of'economic security -- security that-

will come from tapping our own great resouces of oil and agas,

Elecirestatic Copy Made
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coal and sunlight -- andg from building the tbols, technoiogy
and factories for a revitalized economy based on jobs and

stable prices for aill.

Wecom}uwej

L—saé’a future of justice -- the justlce of good jobs,
decent health care and guality education, ana full opportunity
for all people, regardless of color or langﬁage.pr réligion;

the simple human jﬁstice of equal rights'fofiall men -- and

for all women, guaranteed Equal Rights at last in the

Constitution of the United States.

M}:e of peace ——%ac)gém-m ’ M
(msei M o X 3

/] falrness and_u;sdem toward all the countrles of the world -—

a peace guaranteed both by American militarxfstrength,and

by American moral strength.

. -.f:wag P
~} [ ' ._—
S ‘

That is the future I want fo; people

L

a future of confidence and hope and é;good ljfe. It is the

m@éﬁéﬁeamﬁc Copy Made
i fca Pé’gsewmaon Purposes
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future america must choose -- and with your help and your’

commitment, it is the future America will choose.

But there is another possible future, S —
. .(7““;_ / o
\\ﬁ T see T '

In that other futureQ\ éespalr ﬁthe despair of

“
1

millions who would‘have to struggle for equal opportunity and

Co .

a better life -- and struggle alone. ‘|

Trt—rS | .,
surrender -- the surrender of our energy future
to the merchants of o0il; the surrender of our economic future
to a bizarre program of massive tax cuts for the rich,
massive service cuts for the poor and massive inflation for
everyone. - , S 1

\\giseé///// | o N .
risk -- the risk of international confrontation;

Cd
i

the risk of an uncontrollable,_unaffordableffand unwinnable.

nuclear arms race,

_Eﬁ strostatic ¢ “opy Made
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No one, Democrat or Republican, wewdé consciously seekS
such a future. I am sure that my opponent does not. No one
guestions his intentions, %+ I do guestion the disturbing

. ; IR
commitments and pollcles already made by hlmuana_

.who have now captured control of the Republiéan party. i

{he conseguences of those commitments and policies that

would drive us down the wrong road. Ii is up to all of us to

evem -
make sure Amerlca rejects this alarmlng and—paﬁheps perllous

./ \

future.

in 1980 -- this perha irreversible choj

RNy

e world --

wo futures-- makes all e difference in

the difference in theAhole world,

'Lv me o bwld o (zgéf;b_fy | :5 b s{ét/'_"

Thw

df the present.  But while we Democréts grapple with:the

e
-

withfthé_realities

real challenges of a real world, Othéfs talkfébout a world.
of timrel—emd make-believe. B
B Electrestagic

: Copy Miad,
‘fwv Praservat e
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Let's look for a moment at t@ﬁs make-believe i

asy America, inner- y people and

W
In thi& fantasy world, all the complex global changes
IV\ NS ﬁﬁn/‘ﬂfj /f“men'aL)"

since World War II have never happenednq XKll problems have

' e
simple solutions. Simpliﬁg;e -- and wrong.

It is a make-believe world of good guys and bad guys,

Som L

whereqpoliticans shoot first and esk guestions later.

No hard choices. No sacrifice, No tough decisions.
It sounds too good to be true -- and it is.
Electre
for Pra Statls Copy Miade
Sevation Purpsseg
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ﬁcwéd /’D
The path of fantasy #s-the path 4§ irrespcnsibility.

Jeds o :
The path of reality »s L hope ané peace. The two
Nor

paths could not be moredifferent; 2 could the

futures to which they lead.

Let's take a hard, specific look at these two futures.

*

beew workin -
You and I have towar@% a secure future by

rebuilding our military strength -- steadily, carefully, and

responsibly.

The Republicans Ixbse=ees talk about militéry strenath.

But they were in office for 8 out of the last 11 years --
and in the face of a growing Soviet threat they steadily cut

real defense spending -- by more than a third.

We have reversed the Republican decline in defense.

| w
Every year since I have been President we have real increases

Eleetrogtatic © Lapy Made
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in our commitment to a strOnoer deLense - 1ncreases which
/om:( evt't' . : '

are batahsed and rational. There is no doubt that the

United States can meet any threat from the Soviet Union.

Our modernized strategic forces, a revitalized NATO, the

Trident submarine, the cruise missile, the rapid deployment .

force -- all these guarantee that we will never be second to
Deeds, . :
any nation. FhEgsig-aetien, not words -- fact, not fiction.

\

We must and j@ will continue to bu1ld our ‘own defenses, <

: a o Land un}/ S .
ﬁnﬂ?ﬁﬂnﬁrﬁﬁ;4¥Q5§§Ly, we mustfcontinue to seek balanced nuclear
= L

arms reduction agreements. The security of our country demands

it. Seméees Lhe peace of the worldy O&AMM/[S /t

The new leaders of the Republican party,'in’ordef to
close the gap between their rhetoric and;their record, have now
'promised to launch an all-out nuclear arms race.ssécx/zeuld /%5ajé_
—render—Tmpractieet any further effort to negotiate a strategic

arms limitation agreement.
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There can be no winners in such an arms race -- and

mg—_:oaers.e-e-u-l-d—-be—mmr%nmmn being—on-gaxth., -
7m ad L mnsT hever /&f This come fo‘/n‘s:.

- Mﬁwcdes n(nwo[omu o
Republicah nominee ——is—to—abandol—bhe arms control p011c1es
ptwods haus [reemn | B a

N supported by every Democratic Pre51oent 51nce Truman and.

radrcad mvw(

every Reoubllcan President since Elsenhower. This 1rrespon51ble

ourse L | S
&ee&s&en would threaten our securlty - and 11 could put the

~
Y

whole world in peril.

It is simple to call for a new arms radé. ‘But when
armed aggression threatens world peace, tough—sounding talk

is not enough. An &messsan President must act -- responsibly.

- When Soviet troops invaded Afghanistan; I moved guickly

to take action. I restricted sales of high technology and

reduced grain sales to the Soviet Unionvqcalled for draft

registration, and joined the Congress -and the U.S. Olympic

Committee in leading the worldwide movément_tO'boycott’the
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big Soviet propagénda show -- the Moscow Oiympics.

The current Republican leader opposed every one of these
forceful but peaceful actions. . Bnt.When asked'what he wduld

‘do about aggression in South West Asia, he sﬁggested blockading

Cuba! "Even his running mate couldbnot‘go alqhg_with that!

He does not seem to know what to dotwith_the Russians.
He is not sure if he wants to feed them,~plévaith them, or

fight with them.

As
I—am—g*a%eéu&—that I Gaa-look back at the—eﬂé—ef my
\JL om 3rnjefﬁj 7ij-pr, haug_!ggi____// ' -

first term) a full four years of peace for our country.

Jﬂﬁkqaat is what we want for the next four years -- peace!

It is 'only common sense that if America is to stay
secure and at peace, we must encourage others to be peaceful

as well.
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We have helped in Zimbabwe-Rhodesia, where we stood firm
for racial justice and democracy. We have helped in the
‘Middle East. Some have criticized the Camp David Accords and

delays in the implementation of the Middle East peace treaty.

Before I became Presicent there was no Camp David Accord and

there was no peaéé'treaty!
Béfore, Isréel éna.qupt’weré poised ac;o;s_barbéd‘wire,
qonfrontingveach other with guns and #a?ks éﬁd planes.k 4
Afte;r?gﬁ,léhf_talked face—tofface witg éach othefvaeross
-‘a peace table, and now they}alsolcommunicate fhrough théir

own Ambassadors in Cairo and Tel Aviv.

ol WW)O"V\S h bring o

That is the kind of future we DemocratS\o£E ‘the
Middle East.

gL—am—pread—éhaéjiylly half of thé.aidjthét our Country
el e = o . : o

hes given Israel in the 32 years of her'éxistence has come

Guring my Administration. F-am—pwmowd—tket unlike our Republican
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predecessors, we heve never stepped oOr slowed_that aid. Our
| - and peace.

commitment is clear: —peaco-and securit%qfor Israel, a=ad peace

for all the peoples of the Middle East.

If the world is to have a futuré of freédom as well as

peéce;'America must continue tOvGefend‘human\righté.

The new Republican}leaders oppose our buman rights:
policy. They have promised to scrap if.
They seem to think it is naive for America to stand up

Just

for freedom and democracyu/]What do they think our country

should stand for?

Ask the former political prisoners who“now live in

freedom if we should abandon our stand on human rights.

Ask the dissidents in the Soviet Unioniabout our

commitment to human rights.
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Ask the Huncgarian-Americans, the Pol‘sh Amerlcans

Ack Lk do

ETsTer=ss, Pope John Paul 11.

Ask those who are suffering for:the sake of justice

and liberty around the world.

&sd ask the millions who have fled tyranny if

America cshould stop speaking out for Americah‘principles,'

/\51.’ e A’mem'cm yea;é}é ,l
We &

Here at home, the choice between the two futures

fP

is equally € important. 'ﬁﬁé.Ih the long run, nothing is more

crucial to our future than energy./WNothing'was'so disastrously
neglected in the past. Long after the 1973 Arab 011 embargo,
- o meet
the Republlcans in the Whlte House had Stlll done nothlng ahout

this threat to our nation's security;. Then, as now,‘their

policy was dictated by the big oil companies.
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e S Pyt S dra Gt O E 1 C =0 hard to rally our nation

behind a comprehensive energ rogram Now, after three vears
d ] 3

of struggle, we have that proaram =“a“new—éeﬂnﬁation‘for_

o e e 7

P

challenging-and-exciting progress- /////’v

—

e

The battle to secure America's energy future has been

coop env*ef(

fully'and finally joined. Americans have nsspondad
wn1h Advamahc resulls, R e
paé;ée%ésé;;y—ﬁﬂ&fweki.v We have reversed decades of cdangerous

. SN

and growing dependence on foreign oil. We are now importing
 \Thatus N e

209 less 011 1% million barrels less every day -- than when

I took office. And now with our energy policy in place we can.
‘discover more, produce more, create moreand conserve more energy --
‘and we will use American resources, American technology, and

millions of American workers to do it.

Wwhat do the Republicans propose,ae—aﬁ—a&terﬂﬁtﬁnﬁﬁk

'Basically; their.energy program has two parts.
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The first part is to get :id_of.almosffeverything we
- have accomplished for the American mblic over the last three

years.

They want to reduce our abolishfthe.syntheticffuelé_.
'p#ogram, the solar energy incentivesp»thé_chservation.pfograms,“:i

and aid to}mass transit. TheyAwant'té cut aid to the elderly
to help pay fuel bills, and eliminéte the 55fmile“speed iimit.

Y

B \

And while they are at it, the Republicans would like»to get rid

of the Clean Air Act. They never .liked it to begin with.
That's one part of their program.
The other part is worse.

To replace what we have built, here isiwhat they propose:
AT

: . _ N
To destroy the windfall profits tax, and»to}"unleas&"-the oil

cbmpanies and let them solve the energy problem for us!
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That's it. That is their whole pregram. There isn't

aey more. -Aww’ouLﬂﬁAth | .
CWV\ ms Y\M'\(M ac:gﬂ' SMV{A Mfwgmm Na
I.

| i o .
we Democrats willvfighgaevery step of the way!

When I took office, America faced. a heavy agenda of
serious economic problems besides energy ~—:and'we have met

them head-on.

We have slashed government regulation and put free
enterprise back into the airline, trucking and financial systems
of our country -- and we are now doing the same for the railroads.
This is the greatest change in the relationship between business
and government since the New Deal. We have increased our nation's
‘e>ports dramatlcally We reversed the decllne in ba51c research

Otr—e UL
and cdevelopment. Created nine million new jobs -- the

biggest three-vear increase in history.
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But the road has been bumpy, and lastvyear's skvrocketing
OPEC o0il prices helped to trigger a severe worldwide inflation

crisis.

We took forcerful action, and interest rates have fallen,
the dollar is stable and, above all,”inflétibh;has been feduCed
sharplj -- and you are going to see it fall Stil}fmore._f

T
K3

We are hdw at a critical turning‘péint};n'qur.echO@ic
history. Beqause we made the hard de?ision;j%;'b¢¢éuse Wé\
g;idedour economythrough a'roﬁgh'buﬁ.aésolgtély és;ént;éi
p;riod of tfansition -- we have laid.ike'groéﬁéwéfkIfofzgtnew

economic age. We—are now-withimrTEaCH O O Ul CTt OPPeStiiiitymm—

ard—we—will_selae—thob—opporiaii-tya

Our economic renewal program for the 1980s will meet our
immediate need for jobs by attacking the‘very'long—term problems
that caused unemployment and inflation in the first place.

It will move America simultaneously towards our five great
. i . -
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economic goals -- lower inflation, better procductivity,
revitalization of American industry, energy security, and

J0bs.
S

It is time to put all America back to work -- not in

make-work, but in real work.

There is real work in modernizing American industry
and creating new industries for America. .

onr. .
Here are just a iew things I see in &Rre economic future ;

we, (7] l'( £u_| ‘c( -(-o ?-Q_'{'E.U.J K
STt a—toaatier
— new industriesvto turn our coal and shale and

farm products into fuel for our cars and trucks, and to turn

the light of the sun into heat and electricity for our homes;

-- a modern transportation system of railbeds and ports
to make American ccal into a powerful rival of CPEC o0il as a

worldwide energy source;
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-- industries that Mlll brinc the-conuenienca.nl

ORY Wiade
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'L“' Jewse
futuristic computer Lechnology and communications into- millions

Pl

of American homes, offices and factories;

-- job training for workers displaced by economic change;

-- new investment pinpointed in regions and neighborhoods

where jobs are needed most;
—-- better mass transit in our cities and between them;  and

-- a whole new generation of American homes and vehicles
and building that will house us and move us in comfort -- on a

lot less energy.

1 have no doubt that the ingenuity and dedication of

N ey ‘“"J’Q one ¢ 1tese ibudi__lgn,/o/w,
the american people” @s!!EEEEEEEﬁE:nﬂy/'We are talking about

the United States of America -- and those who count this country

out as an economic superpower are éng:ﬁgﬁ,a_biagcnfnr4rh

wrvres H"‘f} art,

.,

“,
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‘\\M\ elher
- become.-more-cempetitive~4n-the world;as~we joinlin the

.- Ame
exciting enterprise of making the 1%80s a @eeade ©f grcwth
| . ,

' The Republican alternative is the biggest .tax giveaway

in Zmerican history. They call it Reagan-Kemp-Roth. I call

it a free 1lunch Americans cannot afford.

The Republican tax program offers rebates to the ricﬁ
and fierce inflation to the rest of us. Their pafty's own
ﬁice—presidentiél nomiﬁee said that Reagan-Kemp-Roth would mean
—an inflation rate of mofe than 30%. 'He called it "vbodoo
e;onomics." Then, reCenﬁly, he suddenly changed his mind.

But he was right the first time!

Along with this gigantic tax cut, the new Republican
leaders promise to protect retirement and health procrams, and

to make massive increases in defense spending.
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Wirommare they trying to oo

If they are serious about these‘promisés -- and they
say they are -- then a close analysis shows that the entire
rest of the covernment would have to be abollshed - ever}thlng

ap»uéiw

from education to farm programs\tothe_nlghtwatchhan'étthe

Lincoln Memorial! . And the federal budget would still be in the -

red.

‘The only alternative would be to run the printing presses

full time to print cheap money. Eithef'way; the American people

lose. We cannot let it happen. We won't s?and for it!

The Démocratic party hes alwaYé embodied the hope of
our people for justice, opportunity, and a better life -- and
we have always led the fight to realize those dreams. We have

worked in every way to strengthen the American family, to encourage

seli-reliance, and to follow the 0ld Testament admonition:
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nDefend.the onr éﬁd fafhefless:'db juéti;eito fhe afflicted
and needy{;*' We‘have strugglecd to aésuré that novchild in
America goes to bed hungry, éhat no e;derly}couple lives in a
substandard‘bome, and that no young person iérexcluded from
qqllege beqausg the family is:poor. H ‘

N .
.What dé the Republicans propose #Q.dot;$§anauvé/;bose

kinds of hépés?

t

"Again, very little -- exgept the tax éﬁ? foflphe.w%élthy
and.an atta;k on almost every achievehentvi5 social justice and
aecency we havewdn in the-last‘so yea§s7f— éince F§anklin
BOOSevelt's first term. They'woulq.réye%sgigu; prqg;ess_gp“ g,
the minimum.wage, full employment iaké;;héﬁéiﬁg;;MgQiCéfé »
for senior citizené, safety iﬁ.fhe Qka;pléée,,éﬁd a bééiéhf
énvi;bnment.’.And they Qould replacéﬁéufrpfééreés towardé'a

fair and professional judiciary with nafrow7minded loyalty oaths

* Psalms 82:3
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for judoges chosen in their own image. The founders of our
}1ﬂjf1¢y' buf)l /

country would not have accepted that, and’the Americén people‘

~44LLL—eppcse-ft7—toc?

Lately the Republicans have béén quoting Demoératic'

~presidents --. but who' can blame them?~‘Whomwauld you rather
guote —-‘Hérbeft‘Hoover or FDR? ‘Riqhard Nixoh‘or John F.
Kennedy?

The Republicans have always beén'the'party of privilege,
but this year their new leaders have gone even further.
In their own platform, they have repﬁdiéted'the best traditions

of their own pafty.

Where is the gonscience of Llncoln 1n the party of
Lﬂrf dlaa. OOyl 4/2 B
5.

traditional ReDubllcan belief
Mf @W.{o -

Lincoln?

S
their commitment

in fiscal responsibility?

to safe and sane arms control?
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I do'not claim perfection forfthe Dembératicvparty.
I do not claim that every decision we have made has been.
right or popular. Certainly.-they have not z2ll been easy.

~But I will say this:

"We have begn tested under fire; Wg bave neitﬁer
ducked'norvhiddén. ‘We have tackled fhe grgat, qgntral'issués
in our nation, fhe historic challengesHOf‘%nergyfand?peace;,
which_had been ignored for yeérs. We h;ve ﬁade tbugh éecisionsb
-and wé have taken the heat for them. We h%&e made mistakés,
Now o

and we have learned from them. -Rmd we havevgfdﬂbuilt the

founcdation for a better future.

We have done something else ——.something‘perhaps even
more important. In good times and bad, in the valleys and on
‘the peaks, we have told people the truth - the hard truth --

the truth that sometimes hurts.
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‘Being President is one qf the tdughes; jdbs ipthé
world. It is also the best, most challengiﬁg and gretifying
jpb in the world -- and I don't mind admitﬁing.that I wént'
to keep itf Winning this electiqn is very importantto ﬁe.

But it ié not the most importaht thing. It;is'more impqrtant
that we face thefécts and deal hénestly wi#h_the Americgn_
people. It is more important that wé hd;d %ast to our nation's
highest principles and idéalsve~ that we move forward together

with confidence and courage.

{

We have earned our dreammofuprogress.ané peace. Look’
what our land has been through just within our own memory --
a great Depre3sion, a World War, the'technoldgical explosion,

the Civil Rights revolution, the bitterness of Vietnam, the

shame of Watergate, the twilight pgagé"qf_npclear terror.

Through each of these momentousﬁexperiénces we have
learned something about the world, and about ourselves. We have

matured and grown stronger as a nation.
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We have learned the uses and the limits of power.
We have learned the beauty and the responsibility of freedom.
We have learned the value and the oblication of justice.

We have learned the necessity of peace.

Some would argue that to master these lessons 1s
g &101*LML ‘

somehow to- limit our potential. ﬂ?hat is noB;so,“ A nation

@

which knows its true strengths, sees its true chailengés,
understands legitimate constraints -- that nation —?'our'nation -

is far strohger than one which takes refuge in wishful thinking

or nostalgia.

4]

The Democratic party -- and the American people —-- .

have understood these fundamental truths.

All of us can sympathlze with the oe51re for easy answers.

m.-e )s UK/BV\ The )CWI)O’//L}L’M

phed LoW.snd-=tihren to substltute 1dle dreams for

-hard reality.

Eﬁecisgsmm Copy & ady.
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The new Republican leazders are hoping that this year
America will give in to that temptation. But theyv profoundly

misunderstand the character of the zmerican people.

Winston Churchill -- who was himself an American on

his mother's side -- once said:

"We havenot journeved all this way across the
centuries, across the ocesans, across the mountains, across

the prairies because we are made of sugar candy."

Americans haveFlways been on the cutting edge of change.

y %CI/.LA-M. T c/

We have always looked forward with anaipatdapesng confidence.,
I still want what all of you want -- self-reliant neighborhoods

and strong families; work for the able-bodied and good medical
care for the sick; opportunity for our youth and dignity for

the o0ld; equal rights'and justice for all our people.
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I want teachers eager'to desesile what a civilization

——and eager iy Jeavn,

really is =d—waps students seo—wrdersteprd-—thell OWR—Preeat—ane

. .J . - N . - : - .
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Redghhors. 1 want women free to pursue without limit the £full

life they want for themselves.

-1 want workers to se¢e meaning in the labor they perform --

. . . : &
and work enough to cguarantee a job for every worker. I want

people in business to bé bold and free to pursue new idea.

I want minority citizens fully to join the mainstream of

American life, and I want the blight of discrimination forever

wiped away from our land. I want our farmers growing crops
to feed the nation énd the wofld, se;ure in the knowledge that
the family farm.will thrive and with a fair return on the work
they do for all of us. I want all zmericans to have a good
life, filled with excitement and achievemenf -- in a nation

strong and secure.
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meant us .
2bove all, I want us to be what our founders hopod=we

Jeu+er become -- the land of freedom, theland of peéce, the
land of hope.

Toin me In ﬂ\ﬂ Fal Al 'GW

v e
e w» gre st

\ \\ L . R .
N - the
oﬂ‘ The cheice -- the choice between

J(V

two paths to +the

>

| . - SMCCMMb o » |
future-- could not be more clear. If we > - a dreamworld

up ) ‘
~we will waken—a.—r-; a nightmare. But if we start with reality and
| - Tlas cambly of onss -~ Hlws land
- fight for our dream -- then geood—things—witi—~happen—te—the

Y ¥als Shod ol c‘/ we buowr Ut can U2,

lhank you. God bless you. And good nlght.

\/ we love, So Much -- wi )l become #He jrcw/er
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